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(toto&fl) ft fto t fft> SRJcgT to ft ^ efRft tj? feP? TPR? IR qtort cjft ^ 

t I ^ TRcTra to eft TRffI 18 fftft«R. 98 gft 3TRfrf^TcT ftot to^> ft fcFTCfT WT 3TT rTSTT 
^HtodftoTWTSIT! 


2. n? ft\ fto TOlf!) ilcrR RTTfT McR toto to m to t 3?R toto 
toTT to SRI formed Tjf^qVviRI *R to ^Tf%?T RWT TfTTT WQ tofto toff ^ ^YT ftol 
xjfrrcn % i srh ft* nto to gft ftofftn airing tR ht«rt sft mrdt t nto trw rjr? 

<ff UdleH ^gWTEjto Re# .1 ScW ^Rf <fft gnfft to ft> ST SITgfto to toRtoftcT 

sto <fr to tom *ft ftortoi s>to ?t?ft % i 


3, ?n tr?tr to tofto wm to tot to, ftoff 3ngR TR tortotto to ntotoRR ir^tt 

3Rft ft to toftorl vflHd>lftnScI«rSRTfttto! nto tp% TTRR qffttoRI ft 

fttoftn nto toff <$] ?n STdTT ft mto n tor rtht nr i toi ft, ntoto 
totocft ft ssjeto to qtocH ft to wj ft srrfocT tot ton nm zn i 


4. totot gm 3 jtrt^ to yton to 3R[nR ftfrftotto ss ywi^ srh to n 

towto to fto wt sit i tots toss to, sstotftt toto toR tom 

TRilRl^?M, dRiel'll^ fftviTeft to 3 ft? ftnft FEjft REfRI fcffftto ft f£toft u ISi gp^f ^ aft I 

?s ftotoit to fttto fttos ft fto w |:- 


Wjtoftt 


(i) wtoto tot ft to 3RR?f) ton tr cftrj to to wif-^to yto 

tom 46.60 wn to nn 87.60 wj to nn, vto> 88 tow gft ^ toft I, 


ioao^/xoo^-<B 
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(ii) wr* 3ft? y??k y> «n?-siT? «k ?t vht^t y> <prw 3 R*k ^tri 

1995-96 ^ 0.69 WK? $fc[ cRT ?) <T^? 1997-98 3 8.92 ^ flfct 5k & TOT # | 
R)d«Rjcy> cpT t%?TO 3 ctct |i? PRrTTf^rT ^ «rgct 3ff£m> ?t ympft I imicR 3 >t 
I ^ uTO v5TT^ ??f> 3TR?W?TT % I 


(iii) ??yicT itoicr 3ft? ctore^T kcyrefi $ *$?$ % tft HTft Pt?i'3c: 3 ut % 1 cjISm-ijg 

yftryr? <kft 3 ’irft k£t $ ^ 1998-99 3 eft? sww hr-hi yt ferq 

11 irfcRnRT aft? #? 3Ty?y> oto?t <£ ferq 10,2 srfosici yft eft? 3Pqw fkfa kek 3 

k?]TO3rif f | ??? PR, eft? 3T?R^ fkfa 3TRTcf 3TRT *TTfufa XR ykTlctk ft?? vJTl 

?tt I 



(v) whir *? kf) $ mm ^ ?kk trcto m ft ^ k ytf <b fcry znmftm mi 

'SKf 1 

kRcfk kyn (TRRftsn?) 

(i) TORT TOR 3PTft% ^fd? 3 dTO* dk <3?t ?kt$TT yRkf 3TRTOHF t 3?R ^TRcflRT 

urgRtf k kRet 3 y??rry 3 ?Mto kro dry 1 ^hh ?Td? y? 4 10 

yfrlW ^t f f£ 3Rrt W\ #krpM Wi TRkFJ kgcT 3r£m> £ | kkfk 

WpitT cfkt 3R? cf>T gsricj f^TJT | ! 

(ii) kl-kxM ckk mk TR fekkt y?t XR UccH TOR W ??T t, TOtfef? #ykftctt <& 

TJTTO1FT *T k? RevtR f f^, "f^TT ^f kTeT sk ^IcTT kRefk RteT f^?T 
TOkR *t RdTO ytff kHT uTRTI 11" ??k d'-f^dd ?T?ta ftfRIT RHT 3TTd?R7) % | 

(iii > k^Lflctt rft %k »ft WR ^ ykekt 3ft? £7T ^ 3TFRR kck yy?R yst ^ 

ifm y>t 3^dR ?k yTef ?w/k : f1 ?i?3n it> fcR krfiyi crjr ^T cfR? 

Wl1%y! 

(iv) ?ttywxM y?cR, wtm 3 ft? 3Fy kcn3?t ?kk ^RTT3ft ^t yFRft ^ «r^cr 
3i%f> ?m ernTcfT 11 ^?k ^rry kyr t % R^fcti k?tw? tr?h sri 
^-^!J cft ef> 3nqR y? 4t yneft %, rf«t y> ^PT y 3Tj£kl tfRRf/^^k ?kf ^JrTT3?t 
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cfTtRft IR srftPT 1%y vtfA g>t cIT^sI ^ 30 fey ^ vJtrprT ytf *R <zm g> 
^fRTy <F1 PIR feRIT vilHT wfey I 

(v) ytf g> HR A tTScITcff g> g>RR uTfTvjft TTel feefe g> feiy 3lfrTf^T TccR 
yRTtf Del c?T OTH ?Tyi tyfey Fife* fecRgpft yyy> fen feR?t yfa cfc ynfc 
v5F5Tvjfr ^I?t^ cir^ f^eisj efr ePIWf Ft^ yTEft feccfly Fife 3>I W? 'Fief) | 

(vi) WfRT 3fef$R efec^F JJ 5 ^ f^rq yRRfRT feRft yflR fT 3ffefttR! ITHR cHTETI 

I 

(vii) fearfftcl HRRTgf f> yfe A yRcTTy 3RW I 3fR fTf RHc* A yfe*2I A fe># feyif g>I 
t^A fe feiy erf] t> HR 3 FRmT TCP^ TovRU feRT TjfFTT 3 nf?T*P 1 1 

(viii) fecTTcRR W&R efe fTF?T fR yRTeft ^ yfefe ^ clfe fT TERR RTyR feiy 
:pHRfRg> ^rn i ftt gRR gti yWfey y^ fern yyy i 

(ix) yereftyci gityy g* feR fMt yg>R gn hfrr vm n£t crto nm nfey. era’ll 

RTeT v3?T A feefe f#l RTF^ ^ ftWT ^ RF? ?Tn f | 

(x) n£yy yFRy wfi 3 40 ylcRTci <fe yRifey afifecnjtf n£t 11 

(xi) <Ni aft? yftg? ferny safe #> fery yytfi $ 100 yfeny ^ g>i W 4 3 rRjferg> 

^cfrrw 1 1 ynfet ^siiy fen t fe> wte g?l yferyfey fern rtrt 

wrfey 3 ?R yfeRnff gfi nr ^tyfe ygy wtA yan err $ ■feci? gytf fR^i gft 
syjyfe A\ my, fvfRRl y^mgchcii 3 ^nfy 1 

(xii) yiR w^i wt ^ ytfm t, yy 50 yfcT?RT to ehtt^ gy g^ aftf^Ri 

y^f 1 1 

j£m yv^yn yn'rf^y?R (Tfrynyy) 

#^^f?f?Tyy^vyRR3yf^y^3fRfyWt^^ f?Rr^ gip^piEmr 

A \Rnr*ft geiR ^lyr afty ymy ywiRyl gft yRisr Eirgy A gyft 3rry*1t. ^ y^r? y^y y?jcg* A 
1 


yf^TTOrng fgrref) (<*>yy^t) 

yRry ^FcTiTit. gaf f^Rrm. yrgfeif^R ^?nf^ ^ efryy^ yr ht^ fMtg ggn 

y^ yyyyi 1 infeiy, ef? 1^ ^gsyy f%yi I f% g^i ^ eh A ^ y gft yny 1 
f^Ryy y#Ry ygy (ygiMt) 

(i) yf ^ yf^ry y# 1 1 

(ii) uwiRid^gpsif^li 
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foRt cTTfRI VWfc 

(i) ff*TT?t ft gzjfjRTRt 3TRF>T?f f> utfTvft ^ ftW tflf 3RR ^tft ff^TT ‘ 3r niT 

11 ^5ITg f^TI t ff> vifBlviff f> anw *R 3TWT% ffRUJ ft *TRet 3 *TRR 

OTRvjffTvfi ft3TTg>Rft fft ^T%q | 

(ii) cfffawff ft f^ f^tRjft tll^jc3> BtRIWrf^l ??f 3RRI R cfT <1tfMH f 

$ TTR f afl? R ft U'ffilfrff ?RTtER f fftft TRtR ft ctfta Wtf ft fcR I5cT ft ?lf 


(iii) «fft if » ft 3WR q? 3cfapt OT ^TPtffrm ^tft % I 3>t ‘<4>l4^ldc1l 
3tt? irf^fwt *r ft sztr f*Tf wrff^ i 

(iv) 3 ffciR^ iff f^RTOT eFTHT 3tfcP?R WfHT. f 3?R ^oMfl 4 ! ft 

^raJcntl ^TRIIcTjfi f f?t ctftft ff?t^ yfrt^cT f^Tf^Rlt 3>t % I tHrnffrl ?t?ta 
^rrc?ra f ^TRt^ft ^t "atlrifcw «if 1 %?rjt" ^ f^rat" f 

^rraTeW eft 3TRTFHT cpt **I 14 ?i •'Id 5f?lRf I1 


5. vrffj Weft «lf ffRRJT OTK 3*t f^ttf ^t 24 ^ 8 ff f •slcjd't 3>T ?T«IEJ f, ^^^ft 

Iff vie?t?} ffRJT R^fT % ff> vjffTvft eft fWni'S «f>t ?tcf>f eft fcR iJf WR <*? tjfctfcRt 
4t 3TTEIR TR c^RT^TT vjTTcTT f. f>9ef f?T U«^K '3>T ?st fft?P7T ef J llf ft vjffTuT I^Hl ff>?tt RtcH ft 

«I9t^Teft^R^Rtf I f^TR, ffrrpM f f?t ?Rm f ^ ^ 3^ ^ 

f| RWcf:, ?R ST^et <ft ?#m? Rft fftRfT ^tt R^rfT I ??T ^ ^ tJTfsJ^T 

^fcctf^T f&rfct Rft f 3ft7 yfet wi mm m ^ ft^ror vm ^t f^n A ^ f> 

feR tfR^ft, 1998 ctft 4^1 f 9>i4?llc1I f T R f^^llPlfVI f f^Wf^T f> 3R[RtT?, t tcrR f 

■ f^m, - g ' gj unar ^f-RRtTR 8 ^>f f^nf 3fHTf ^>1 9 >i4^iicII f RfWRfct 

\ 

^?ir f%Ri w an i tirh rtir (Rtffftft) 3fr? ^ftchV’t ^rt (ftftft) ^Rt 

Tffet ft aftwf^t eft? tl? 3TqRRJT yf rffp] f | f?f MRclf^ 3>t 3TRJ ?rft HBNcrM RtRft gT?t 
?tt?tt eft? m gmnt utrf f> fen? ??f ^t?i 3Icft ^ firfa f^rqr f i 

f,?^t^r^^f?t3r^^?4twcfj?f ^fet^fR^RR^rf iwn^TRftf i 


f^^qRtct^ ^* r ftf tf ^ ?f^et ^Rif aTRttr^cT ^ ^tf gfi i ?r^et ft f*t?Rt 



??r?ft3nf 

(i) 


f^f^RT cR" yc«Ici 4>RU| tfRRf fRetT^ft f IfRft TRffR g?t ft fel? «ftf 

^tftf I 
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(ii) fteft wit qRicR°i fcRj xrrct f%rr cRR ftR pt fteft ^ nte pft 

xsn 11 gnpft ter f^j te eft an^iwi 11 wdt ^ teg ft lenj 
*RoH fft*ll dHi -eilf^vi I 

(iii) vifgT CRT ^WRT/aifcrf^tT 3|«J fte? ef>T %, eft i TJ^RXjft HRftg Mftcl 
ftelXjTTXJI 

(iv) ftfti TR srqftt te eft fltet te^jf t tecj xjtfr p^jr ft foP? tee 
te/felTR te Hiw ft TOR ft PHR dPR XSIlft % I 

(V) SR <RRft ft feR TRP-#RT ftt ftfft XJRR StRT ftcf ftPR cfRft ft fell* TRT 

TFR-ftfaT ftft Wrf%T? | 


anftRte 


(i) tete ^ f^RFn/ari^RT ft? crt wft ft fen? <r «rp arte 11 tester ft 

feR dfctfte psf ftRTXJ/3rte ft? CRT tel | 

(ii) cRR ftft ftt ptefftci tel ft fen? dte ire fftx? te <ft 3 tr?Wcit ft1 ft 

^ H ftPd HTcJSgdf) tell egoft teftftft dR) ^ifftxj, ftdT fft efTdefTRT t[RR 
*^IIti ft fftRT dT >T^T % i 


ftte <jhxj£r RrfiR tfrrcqY'teR 

(i) Hid HcTRft TRP xfR ftt ftH ft ddP ft dlft ft) teft ft xfR ftl cPRHTg ft 
Wftclftcl fte dTeTT ft I PRR dp ft) SO Pfftw pft fftRTPT RJd PR T?T ft, Trftf% 

d^lftcl % | 

(ii) dP T TtcT PT&IH ft feR ftPR ft, cR pft fftRTPT ftd> fftPT dip | 
efc^elH cTvJilH ^yfc'H ptflRiPRH 

(i) xjrr Rim ft) PHRt ft) dftlSTT ft feip XTef> PfeNte Xjffttel 3PHHT tep | 

fttpteeft ftt ptet ft te) te) tep i 

(ii) fftft) vJXRHR ft PPR eft 3RHfct ^ dlft t, ft%H PPRclIdt ^1 PccR TJTRefR epT 

PHR ^ ^ f^[ f%# cR? Pft cTTTRft ft fcTq ^TPT H# efvftt gft HT^ft ^ ^ feTTJ 

HTUvjncTTtl Hg XR> ^rRcT efiftcir^ t 3fR gft 3TP^J feRn dR ! 

tf^R HrmrfaR 

(i) dP pR nWH feK[ TReftl ^ ^CTT CR f^RRI R?r f&n dR I 

(ii) xtRrtji 5R1cR ^ HPTft ft. Rt ftcl (^fex tel) XR 50 UfcRHcT PHR dHTHI yflcP %, 
m p? xftxfenM ft tei prcti 11 


xrtttRR) 

(i) eftf 3RRHTft> terar d^R e?» HTHft ft d^HdHR 11 cTSllfft, XIRR^RTIRR 
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(ii) wff -^5 to! 3 fcj^fY yy RR r# cj7fff% afr? arqw cztttjr A 

*Rlt I 

(iii) ym-RRir yRRi y> HTHet A amjR»p srm trtr 11 ^ mr yyrtf A ^ 

$ fcry 3 frf^?y r# ti ^tyrnM RRgyfy yRH rtrt y>t rt^ 
ct>i 4 ^icHcii-^r«f^ yy[cR> arr^yR r^rt 11 

(iv) eft? 3TSW R2$ R>T 3RT yt?ft URT ’ft yjfpl fcfT^TT aTTRI 11 <fr£ RR eft? 3TRRP tM 
yft ycfterr wff y^cft %, fuRiyft arra-ynsRTR y?t arpft any?yy> 11 

(v) yRafiyrpft yy ^ciiii ^fra yR I^tt rrt 1 1 ^fay, ycfarR y^oyr yy ^ 

gfrfryy y#t | ^fr 3 fR "jfryRtM ^ yR^ y^ RTR yR ??T % | 

aft yR. «irr (RiRft) 

(i) u^c^j y>r Praftfr aicrcicfi w ^r?fr%T %cn anRT 3 TTy?yy> I. yytfo fHwdi RyfrsiR 

1991 3 §3TI 2JT I 

(ii) w4l<wi 3Tmfcrfv3R^ yRR yR £i y?fR ywd^t afR y^ewiafi y?r 
yury-RR-yTyR r^rt RTfly i 

yl^pft RRR Rlffyay yy v3€jVl R5 cT 

(i) yfciRT fayRft ywi yR io/- wry yfMo RR yy ynrc dRRf yy ^ 3ftfefcy r# 
% I ar?T era* ^ef ywmici yy R«ra I, f^Rft yy>R eft yy aftf^cR r# 11 
<^aHftei^y^yRyR^f^yyfyT^aiy?Ry^yTT^TjT%y i 

(ii) yTtoRT <£ arjRk^r frRi ysf 3 trsft yRRt y^yiR 25 yfcRTR ^ yyyRyy 

«i^i«*»; so afraid 1 ^ y^y %rt any 1 

yftyyryy 

(i) yyf A -ERry? y> yy?R yta-^y^ ywt A f^Rft wr yft y> foy yrtf 

<jdl 5 *lR^t% l 

(ii) ^cf3) ^fKr^M <# RTR ftfeRJR y* RTR 3T1RR >RR ^ RcTd I 

(iii) f^lf^-'l cri!5*1 <J>f(j'1lf34 , i ^ cpl^l Vl’Kliq 3fR | 

(i) y^T f^Rry A 100 yfcRTcr ^ 3frfriRyjTjf yft 1 1 m yty-#^ afR 
c t j i'*iT—yyRt yy $ 3 Ry yRfiwrafi ^ ^ wyrf % t 

y^MafR 

(i) 1991-98 % f^aT y?^R yy amr 70 yRrg wj ^1 110 yRr? 

'frMM w % 1 ^iifeiv', yaRR yft yy ^ 1 RRr? tr 

43/- wj yfrie^ «fecn 1 1 m «ffci arf^w ^ i ^r yfrr^qt yy 

wyRi ^ f^ ^yy-#yT ir ^ f^jT aiRT ^rfly 1 
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(ii) Tjtcf q> qFTct 3 WT qrk to *^5^7 % q??R gT?T to tot 1 1 7tq>cT to 
tot q? Tito to iTctTH qff eft ^TDjfcf q ’to eft to TEW-T q>? TEf^T! t I 
^ tot ^r. Tito q?t sntot ?t tor q>t qq ?rto 11 

(iii) <ft3TT??ft 3ft? ?$3TTto wt,5^ Hrtocf qtot q$t ?W qtot tot qrto, cTf1% 
to?q ijtM 3fr? ^fewt qt to qto ?rr ?w totT?r i 


7, 

(i) 


(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 


(V) 

(Vi) 


(vii) 



q? <TP? ??J[ 3TFIT r!T%? 1% qcfR ^ totoqt ^TRT t 3Tt? totq eft? q? 

3n7qfto? tol tol? | ??t tof>?®l ; tom fcqifc q> to ^ UT^ETFr <fT?7T T^cTI 
%\ 

3TTfto> to tot qq?q> dtofrl to E? 3ft? tototo fto ^ <f> atqfflq q> to 
3TTfto WNIcTT to ^ TDTeTT I 

tRrR 3EqgT qixR qqtqtot i> TTT^T Pftocf toq> cf5# £ | TlRFITcT WW qqfcl 


7?ttto3ITqtftotot! 

q^H 3 3to qetHFT ITFcTR 3 totot q>t 'toq' 3ft? 'to?T to tot' toft q?t 
qfkmi q£ 3FRI feRT 11 

tRcR H q??q?-3nfto> *T?RRTI 3> Rt^FeT to qto ?n~q 3qFTton£l 
tofto to toiqi toto WTet 3 to oHiraT W £1 q? to? tot Wteft 3 
eFTRIT qrn t, vjf^l tot toq£i? I 

to to^ qq> qT to to to tot £ 3?t? £Rm q? qqTeH to tot I 
3HTq?qqi ftoq tot £ I 


$. ftor?-toto to q^wm q? ftoto fto qqT qT fto totqtoto totqcn gcito qto q? 
10/-7?qqto%cRtoqTto *to?T toll £ q? to ?W qtot fto fto qqq? qaf 3TT?gm 

qto torqqm?qq7mtf^ tot 25qftoto5oqftortq3?ftor£i 


«j, ?rgqcr gqto to q?qRT arto ftofaqi yqq q^t M ?tt, vjft PtRfotRaq %■■- 
?ftqT?Jcq> ’J? qvrfe qq 

(i) qk Wei q?t qT?qf^j/^cR 3ITq7qqRT q? cZR, to 3?t? HTf^ft qft ?fto ?to 

q> to qq> f^?rw tofrt 3 tezdr fto « qif%^ i 

(ii) q?fR q?t qitoi/^qqq ?q? ?iqi qk q?i q?t qrq q>?^ ^ Ito qjqq qqk qT%q I 
toto. ^tto 3uk^ qtoi qt to^kg^t qqto qtoq^tt i 

(iii) 3 i^?m/qfet?eTrqq ^ qeqgr oqq qft kqqqktq ??q qq Tf 35 ?n % i g?k 
qq?q>? q> 3TTqkqJ ^t? HiqRlcJi qjrt?qTqq 3 STJTSFT cTRcT A qqq>t qkteft ctot 
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3fR *Je^r>H M eTR TTRT yR^ 3 'HgRcll | PiWI yR TR yRR Rt 

yfcr# y> ferq yy(<RT3ff eft afry yft ^srt yrfly i 
(iv) 3 y^iftci ^ 168.16 yRY? w? ft w^icHWti> 3iM^ ftt tftotait ft 

ft?R % 1 y$fa ft?R ft ■jjycTR yy Ren czra yte%r arfafty ft ^ fftyr wi 
'dchdl % I 

(V) qi^HlR PT ft *TPFct ft. 1.79 yn&g y^yy ft Tjvftycf ^ ft ycRf ft 2.60 yR^S W? ft 

3rf£rfty yrf^j yTPcRJt ^Ryi any 7.53 yRte ^>yy % 1 ’ttsftt^t ft fen? 

ftftteR 3%ryftt i 

(vi) yRR ftt %cr ^eRtra yyfci yRft ft fen? ycysr ara, yft? aft? 'fflw Ry afty 

fftfty crjt fftfty rr ^ yufrft yRft ftt ftyrRi yy fftyR yRR yif%y 1 

(vii) yyjeyi ft fft# ffl? ft fen? y? ycR wi ft yfe<?> yoR ftt afry ft WM) 

| 

(viii) yRtR ftr yyjeR ft ynft yRft ftf rcttor OT^fWei yRft ft fftry yy> yw cjfeftfur 
yygcT yRR yifey i trr ftt y^ft ft? rr yft Tjyf yRft ft fay yyVwitsfi yy ftt 
3TTfay y£t ygyr wfty 1 

yyyy^fyft 

(i) ftRf yRR ft 3RW UsWirR ftyy 21 yft ft arfifa gyRT % 3fa ftyft *Jef fftftyT eft 
^jc=yfFR ft wi ft Tjpfa; yyjef yR fayr w 11 fa^t 3Ry?n ft orr ft fen? 
ftRjyi y^f) PieH rr yft xjyi yR wcTT I afty ygryRR 3yyty c^yrcT fftyy 
yHy-^ftarjyrRyRRftfay 3rfftfty yRTR yR yyRT 11 

(ii) ftRsf yctR yy fftyR arisfay ygm^H anyfy ^rm ai^ifact 12 yfft?R ft) geRT 
^ 20.83 yfasid 11 

(iii) 4 ftfeFR ^ arf^Tcf? yft ym yyy? ^ 3 ^ ^ fey? eft? 3RRi yv f^yfci cf> fen? Rfr 

yief yMTC yff f^rfM WR^yffyn ^y^frl 1 yyiR, ymy 

yyR y?r f^y yy yfy ^ smK ^ ^tsi ^iyffoR f%yr yn % 312^ 
WfcRi #? teufty yfcff ^ fery gayy? yf, etarfcf> %y?yiyy^uiH xrr ^ 
yyfeTcrf 1 

(iv) ^f%, 3 tefr 5 yg^y yn4 y^H ^yry yff%y> ^ f%yi yrmi I, 
yyfery yyyy^l# yy> wry 3rgyR ^ y^R ^ rs? tmR/f^efy ?jeyj y?f yptfyi^ 
<jr^ ^ feiy tm %, yytyfTT ^ ^tsy ^t yyyy#fft yy ypryf^ff yft s# 
B?yR y^R rrt yft amyr yy yfn y# ^trt ynyyT 1 

(v) tyy? y?yy yy eft? yi jciy yw yanywiRici yyr f^yi rrt t cfr 
wy yy ™ nY^yisfr, ym4fy afR f^TRyyy^R yff ^crt ^ rr r# 
ari??y) gRTTi 
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(vi) 


(vii) 


(viii) 


Met Erfta if 3TErfE?t EfeTE if JjeEEPfd rfE-ETE^ EETEf ^ E$ 1991 E> ETE 
RRtEE EEEE E> tf>RR WE E)t E>Frf EToTEE E^RRee R>ET % 3?tE ?ElfeRT, ReTE> 
6 RtfRTE, 1999 E>t if t5E> if Rp? EE Me rf 3EJETTE EET3 ^ EE 
Efrf 3flfrRE Erf 11 ?ETE> 3TfctREE, ?EETE Me if R?cfcErft Erf rf 3TEEf*rfE 
q%?q if ?EETE rf vdEJfcH 4 RETEE, Me EcETE rf *JeEf if RlEIEd rftE ?ETrf 
W1WI eft? 3TEEE) rf *[eEf if 11 yfriyirl rRf> E>rf E> cfjRn EErf RET 

yfrlwltfifi 3I2lfcT 3TTEt*feTET 3?fE EToffeT rf MlE ofrf rf feP? «l|bi| rf ETEj<) %, 3IEE 
WE if WE WE if EETEEETRE erf oTfift % I ?ETEt WE rf eft? 
3TEEE> rf Me erf ETET if E)rf 3EET eTTfotrf t, oft WE rf ETofEE rft 3 I?eRE) 
WElRd efrfdf I 

siirftci if rfoJET WE TJETE rf^E# WE rf 46.60 yfet rffRE> EE <rf fJeTET if 35 rfE 
(15.24 EoEE) 11 rf^rf EE EefETE EETE E?ef rf 206 ufrWd 3TRE) % 3ftE UEEtRe 
? rf 476 UfelVId del) EST oft irfE^ EETE rf ddrf Plrfd EETeTE Eft tjrfE: 
y-rfdl EET^ETI rfM WE EjETET EE> rfyEE$of rfcl rf efETE A fM EET aftETE 
ETEEf 3—3.5 Re rf vjI«|R) slloficl if feFET EET ETEE 1—1.5 Re ^ I if ITPE 

trferf^E aftETE etETE EE Eloftel if Rp? ET[ 1,80,000 EE E>t cTETE EE erf eJeTET if 
50,000 EE 11 UPE ERIE EE 0?fE ET?F5f cTETE e£ ERE rft rfrft rf^Hrf WE EE 
E?T EE) frf rf^ET EEt tR vIEEE UEIdE ^rfcll t I ?E7EEEE ^E^ if WE EHTE ^ 
erfi rf Esrfgrft WE t eft? 3TEEE) rf Md Eft EfET^rf I 

^rf-Erf) eft? 3IEEE) rf E^ EE EEVE t^eE ^^ETEI EETET %-eft? 3IEEE) Etcff E^l 
^EET ER^t e^fc^rf %ET EETEI 11 ^ efrf^rf ^ SFJEtEI ER^ % f^) ?ET ETEEJ if efl? 
3IEEE> W E ME rf efFTE MER if EE^EE M EfR, ?TTf^ rf?I x^E!E eft? 
3IW ^ETEI E?E Erf fM EIP? | 


€rfE^rf 


EffEef $ ETEE A WE SfETEf ^ ^ ^ 


E)t 3I?Ef£tE) rforfq EEEE^drf ERrf 


E#rft | ?ElfePJ, Edrfif ^TJEfE %ET t rf) rf^ET WTE EER E23T EIR 


TJEEfWt 

(i) WE rf feP? 3TEET Ret vJErf E^ ETEE #ET t[E E^rf E^tEE #ET M ETf^ I 

(ii) WE ^EiET ETET M E^ PlR&E ^E EETE ETEPE rfif ET%E, EEfR) E>rf rf EtE E^t 

EE 3fftE % # feP? ETE rf ETE RfrfjE E# E?E1 ET?ET | 

(iii) eMe EfE^et EErff A rf feEJ EEETE erf cJcforfftE A tfrfER E?J rf EETeTE rf 

ETErf if 3EETIE^E ETEErfEETOff E^t 3ftE ^E> E^ rf ETE EEETE E>t Met rf Efct 
yfetf^EI ^Elif rf feR ETTEStRtE fePET on ETE>ET t | TRrfif R) 

Ef^EE-ETE^CJ WTE) if E)rf ETETETE E)t 3FE WEf E)t ReRTE EtE ETE)rf 11 
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(i) 'tid 4 'i ftT^t fTet q'Wii^dl fi ^TRT f 1ft qm*?l qlR^d qR*t i?f> 

fiptfafa f^RcT fit fTR I 

(ii) TJf> WJ-#RT f^SRT fft uTR, f^Rtfi ’ftcR fft f^R ^T ^tfT 3RTSIT 

^fRT WWZ *T? OTTRI ft Wt ^ I ?^> 3tfctftff. Wi 

RJRt fit ■gfet ftef TTRJct ftjq fan XRrRT ^ fRt ^ StTO^T «f> eRl fT*t ^ ^lct% 

*nf&n 

(iii) ft t fe g f atffa otr fi wi 3 *ft?rpM f^t f> *th A gftctff-1, ftaqra-v 

*TH-^^3fRt^ TTolcT cZJRsfT fit ^jvfTffT %, 3RJfT ^ RtTSST % vxft TO ft feR 

ctrowti Fft ™ tr % fR% fit answer i % i 

(iv) yftftft ^fRT 3tfl%cT fRTf fit WlfttRf} ft ^fRTFt fit otPTct fit fff fRfT fgcl 
ato % afR faRmRta fR^i fit amrefficn $ I 

(V) ftflf fit ftqffor WFt 3 fTE^ fit 50 yfcRTfT fit efjft 3ffof*t ^fT f? ^ffc fR^t fit 

(vi) f^t ft ctffan *TH 3 fMt Hf fit ^EtT fit cZTcRejT ^t 1 1 TJf> figl. Rt 

fRR sfR tfRR yijtfmaft ^ 3tf farnf i> *rmet *r ■>fR fR wifttf f^n fn 

'Hqitii t1 


10. *THcl <£t fiRfalgt <fc <?RH ^ffT3fi fit wrat ■$ 3 3?R "fWtl ESH 

fei? vin^ ^ fllETR *R ^tFRT gf^t f5T f^ctfR f^n^BR f^fl ffl %:- 
(j) ^J*pft€t TJfi clfr^ $ anffj ITRtTf fR^t fi feflj fSJT# fiT fra % | fflfo, 

^•f fT 3 ft # ^RgfctfRR 3T?R |. f^R ^t iftcft ^ fRTit ^rRT TifjfVcl fR^f f>T 

f>sR mm t^n 11 ^tf % f% wif-^sfR anf^r faf>Rra fR^t ff 

TTfRl f^)il! ^TfT % ) ciliq^llRtep fi’tflf^i ^ ^ 3PHf yTi^TfRR ^ 

feT^ y^tfi Wf A ^ attfvft ff ^TTRUff fRfT Wtt f# fitT 11 UicRf^f, 
UTf^di^uT ff -^Tf y?Jcfff A TFTU ^[%t fR^f fit cTW TfT 2TT I "ctSJTf^, ^ftet ^t 
# r q Tf |^ t ftt FtR WRtfT?TT3jt fit RfFW Tt WRlft fit fffR fR^ fit W? 

^ fOT yfR f^ ■*1^ 3TTfift fit ^TRTRR ftfT R^t^cf fR^ tpHT fR^ 
ft^f f I ^HT fR^t A, mA f S£f fit r 4t fHl yfjefi fit ^B1 

H<^qR qqlHtl ^fTTfffl ^ f^ffETcT ff ^fcR 3FJfTeH 'QptR'fci fRfT | 

(ii) ' ^^ftf l cf t fit ^filf ffet fTJfTf A xHR TO qRftvjHI A 3fRt f^tf fit 
R^ctmsit ^t ^flf*tet fRft an i FTrtt URfS^f) ; ft4ten f) 3tTfR TR ^ Rft%cT 


wwt wfR 3 3?R ^rprt ^fft| ^t te^it % ^t w^A wi $ wfi sir 
fti iptR TO mRiITmH! Rfol mm A MRficfHt f> 3RRTct ^PTl I 
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ftqgftft ft m f^erfcr ft gft ft 3FTft E^r^fcf 3fR cT^TTR LfRePd'ft ft 
g^ftR-ftg^g Tiftgigft3iqcivfa ftr^feftrt i 

(iii) grargm ft) ^g £ ftftftci 3ft 3HH ft gRgfftg> gtjhft fcrf%cr gft 11 prefer 5-7 
wfcnrrci ftr gg4 ^f^g 11 tRcj (gft m> fft) ?rg4 3^3^ fteft yiffftrft 
MW? ^ftftRg TRrR ft ftiRR TRT3nftftlTCeI ft Vir$ftg ft ftgft ft ftel ^TcTT 11 

3^3^ ft) ?gft fftsftgg ft feig i?g> EftePift 3ngR ygn 3RgT g>?r gg 
'fluent i 

(iv) wtci ft^g <pt gmrairT ft fffts ft 3ft 3*4 h *r 3 ngiRci 11 ?nfcT 3 g? 

t#pe411 

(v) (<p) arrg ft xjcrfqpTR ft, ftg-ftg^g ggrft ft ftgg ft fftfftgg g? ft) gggg 

ft) HHI ggT ^cftc! gft I ^ ^g^ ft WI fffttf fftgT ggT gT I *RcJ, 

3ngi?w gRgcfa gft ?r gigT 11 ftm ftft ft gg?g gft Tgg gggg 
fth#ftora cR^nwsrn 

(W) mt ftt tf-ff^igl 3?R X3P?R TfST XR 3?f {#m.) ftl <ft5fft Sffftgtf 

fofftgg S3 ftt gg«n ?3 yfiRirr gg> ftt g>ft ^tt *gpift t i 

(vi) 3rrg ft Tjgt^Hpft ft, ftftfgftft ft "fftftg 3fR fftRg 3ng («grg ftt gtggR)" 
?nfftefgftfftgTt i 'em i*g g>g ft, g? gg ggftt g?gi ftt gft t i g^^ggigftft 

ftp* epRtft ft g? ftcpft 9 tfR^S WJ m ftt t 3fR ?ft E5t^T gft W 

TRkIT | ^HfeP?, fft ?ft deJ^'HK Rt^HT W | 

(vii) (<p ) czjg ft ^3 hh 3, ^HiPffi ffftg gp 3#g> gftg ftftt % i g? 3^: 

25 gfrRRT ftt gT g? 3PfnfftcT gg^ft ft) ff^g (fftgicP 1 3iggft. 1997 ft) ft cPPRI 
11 sngR wi, ^ wj ^ fei^ 65 sfR 3 tptf 4 cfEi ggt ci5 

fcTx? wnf4?T 36 gpfrs g?t gggT gft 11 

(^i) ?g snfSrgpRT gg ^feg^Ri gif^ ^f^g arggpr 4 g?r ff^g eft 

vafceiciKjfi g^r f¥% (Trgiftg) gr^n Rgr % i 4ft ar^gift ft fcP? ^gg> gRift 
(3rgf3 gR4ag 4 36 gift? gg uiggig) ftr 313*# gft 4t g^ 11 gRgg4, 
grfftgRg ft g?ft 6 gfftgrg ft grfftgi ijf^g 3T3m?r ft ^gg ft eft 1 xftg, 

ftftft 3 WRi gg 3pgftgft ft ^perwi ?ft IftftggR g^ft ftgftgftr ft g>Rg 
g^ft gift ggi^ft ft 3 ggfftg> gjg gR ft ggrg 10 gfftgm gg> ggm ggi' gi 1 
^ gigft ft ft ^ggg ^feftRT 3PRngT # 1 

(g) 10 afft?id gg ff^g 313^ ftgTfftci wr ft m ftt ^ftr: wiftRid gRft 

ft fen? ggfxg ftgi j gRftsg ft g? grggi ftgr fft g^ (3ift ft) 25 gfeRm 
ft) ^g ftgoT gg> 3i3gH t, g? ^gft w\ ft ^gft) 11 fttggftft ft ft "grgfn 
ff^r'm^fttegRftgft^nti ftrrTfft fftfftg ft ww gerR Rnftt ft gig 
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amft wreflcn frroftr ft f*r w ft yrfty> str^t yRft 11 ( y i fc i w tftrgy 
3ft^t ft) 3FFTT^ ft) ft)W %, Vjfif ft) JT^etf) ffttftRT ft fcR ' fttfty^ft ft TRR) 
^cncfir ^ oir^ w& *pi fftfa fftm wrr I) i ?yft sifciftcM, yisitjft ftftfr 

Sldftcl ft WR ^TR) '^PmicJH ft ?cRft ^SJR eflft ft W( ft ^ e|RR tR^ftft 
I 3m^2TRcTf^ET cPt^GTR^ R3T uTT^rf) RviT^ft ftftft yR 3?R epyft 
331TW, ftwft 10 TTfrTTRT ^E) aPjmd ft faq «H ft fftftt ft) 3)<R ft) xj?T eRR) 
#"3 ftPT) | 

(g) lefiTEJ ft feR 65 epft^ WP? ft TOR ft ftftj ft ft) TRJptP 

ftft)EFf ^T^TFft ft ftft) Uftfeft ft) 3T|ftc) R# ftft e|?r ^fce l fekl f&lfft *ft) %\ 
^tcpt yft y? ?m % fft yift ft) wm w& ft fen? ftft) uf^rf^cr irjr> 

sryn^tRwtfr yR^fftraepMi Frft ^nt sift) w ^ *r totmr y£t 

cjfeftpT 3TEFTRP uTIcTT JW\ % | 

(viii) SPRTm ctUR Epft) WI #7 *pM ft TOlft 7^ ^ tR 18 stcRlcT ft) 3TRT cPT 3RJ*rR 

eFTmiti iron wy ft ferq 12 yfftm yftuRq fftfft ft) smyry ft ftp? 3 

yf^Td. fftPRI fftfft ft) 3RleTR ft foP? 3 yfcRIfl ft SflETR TR ^T$1 *RcJ, ftftft) 
RFTft ft yf^e^T ft, 'FRepR ft 3 ? TW fftyi $ fft ^JTft SPlft WR1 ft) ?R (TO 
i ft ypr r) ft) 14 yf^Td yep «rar fem % 1 c^jhr, iy 20 yf^mri 

(14 +3+3) eft 3TTCI y? # <ff5T# ^ f 1 % yrr ^t^rt A 

ftmi y^T «n 1 $Rf sfiri ft iy ft, ^ tott4 M y? is yfrw ft) 

vffly ft 3iy^ y^rfRi ft) y? e?jh =rft fftyr $ \ fft\ r 'ft. pft <ri ft«jq *) 

ftreft ^fftryftii ^ ftTfrf rfti ft f^ 20 yfft?m ftt ft^i ?pt ftufofazn 1 1 
(ix) ftynfft. ijftrfff fcRfttfq ^ ftyi, yf^TRft ^ ym TjeT^cT ft^refy Ifty %>- 
(ep) ^RftTjyt^nft ^r f^rf^FR? <i?t cf?r v5rfSy?r?TT3Tt yrRi^rcr^ 1 
(?3) RW^ft ft 'W 1 ?' ft feR 65 fPft^ 'fyp? ^51 UTyEIH ??FTI I 
(y) yy^ft wfcH ft >RRTftd rr ft) ^ tjr^ ft f^r 36 

ypft? Wry ?P1 yTeTETH ?STR1 | 

(y) 10 ftft?ry yiRyj 3 ^rncf ?pt yryeiry ft) ftyifftr wr ft wft 

yy^ft ftwifti ft) ^ 1 #)^ epftn 1 

(s.) any ft 3P5R1R ft 'fftfty ftft any (siri ft) ftpgyR)' ft) sftftR 

RR'iT! 

^ ywR tr fftftk IftRft ft) ^yRT ftyR fftm ym 11 ^ft fftRft eft yjp ^ 
ft 1 ft ft ftroy 11 |Rf fftRft) ft ftgiRi t, 16.15 ftftyy ft 

ft^R 21,13 yfemy rW em WW W1 (ft#! ^)) ftft) yftf ft) t | ft)R yft ft feT^ EJlft ft 
3ltep^ m 3te 18.62 y%1?! tol 1 1 VR^, 1999-2000 ^RJ?): TRF?T til TOT 
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^ 2000-2001 3?R 2001-2002 3IT^<^<^TTvjfac!#TT I 3FR^TT 

four ^rmr t eft 3?tacT 19.85 ufforcr virKrnT 1 w A 20 uft?w 

Cfft TO ft 3 ?#^ U^c<e 1 WllSra W^A 3 >T frufa feRT I i 


(X) 

c*) 


(*0 


(’T) 


(*) 


v3TR ^ RFTCI vJrricIM ft *ftcR ^fc^Rl! 

TR E2FR ft RI^ t^ffcTf^ f^HTvJR <ET fAft f^TT TOT |:- 

TTTOT foxT-TI 

v?tHlft> ^3RT 'tTErnf^cT %. s[RT cTSZT IR fa?TW? «TO ^ fa> BiflcKTT 

A ^rg^rT A 3rofccr g# g?r eft, ^r ftfRi^ (mcfto ftfti A wr ft 

3TOTO afR ft RftFR A ^vjR^ ^Toft WWfi ft feR 'TOlff^FER 3RR* <$ 

3I#T oTT^Rt ?JW) 3 100 UfrmcT ftA TO^TTfecT ft{ RTRft 11 

tcl^TOR 

(^Cf>) Aeft W mf^IRR &TOf£TcER 3 STTfTT i TOfflR, ^eRT TOR 3 100 
U(c!5(tf eft a^llfcTcf <jf^g TOR3 STR^pfi ft TOtTO 3? ferq «#ER ufleft 11 
(RJR3) 5R)R, "^ef-cTlfecI Wft IR TOR ^1 TOR' HTTO> M ft TOTO 

TJW ^ePt MR ft\ ft TOERT 3T^HTR ^ TORE! ^ foD? 3Tf^nT *R ?4WR 
f^TOT vrITcIT % I sRI TITl^'cE'RT 3>T 3T2I3T ^cTc[ TO^Ef TOTRT cf>t ■F^WcT 3RFJT 
3R4)TOT wft cpT &5n£fa>R F# % | 

RtR-TR^q TOR 

WRl 3 gsf %TOT, Wi ^TOT 3fft WgfofegT/Tfa <ET ^RFE 

^TTpTef fTO I I ^rTtM TOfolf^ (3T®3>) IR SlftTcE 3?R TOR ^1 TO TOT 
RTTO 3TRfecT cfR^T cf?T ^qfr[ TO 3FJTOR ffRcTT % I 3PR ^fyR cTFTcT ^cT ^ ^ 
3IT«ifecT cf?r TyRcfr t. ^c[RT ZYlfg Tf^ eft fMrf tffterffa ft 

W?ft I -^FR tlf^ri^I f^lfrT ^ EFTT vtTTcTT t rft #f[ A HWI ff^ei ^fFEcft 11 

RTeT$I 3ira?gt ^ W?A A 3fr? ^fcR A ^ ^5^1% CER^ c^ ^RR RRTaSf 

<HR f^f^cT ?ft SIH A R3^ 5 UfcT?TcT efft ^EJ ^jfrRI | | 

Wl1-?R^EI M7 


WT? TRJER) ETFIcT-^t A R9JT3fcvffe'cT ff^EI ^f HPT^ cfc «JK 

20 3?t ^ft TFR RPwTfR #HT ^ ^cR cEFff-TRf^g WRl cf) fcR 15 trfrT?I?I 

g5t ^g ^frRT | 
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wii-wi wwA A gft Tgm *toi emm-gig g5 to ff^g m 15 gtoi 

gft #n afr? tftoM <?m y^mto nggR w(A g>t eztft A gto ^ *fsg 


^ «frg jcteTvJFf g>T 



ng ytcTTfcTcn 

(gcp) WTRJWff 18 U%?Trf 

(W) 100 lafcHflr! 

(gg) Wrf^T <&g 'AAi' 50 yf?r?ra 

(gg) tow>r 50 ^firmci 


(m?.) aft? arm?g> m vw^ 4ogfcr?icr 

4 , 

(gg) to w\ s?rr ygv niton 

(gg) g>T U^fcH yfrl?T?I 

(W) vrTcTTtjf^ 100 ntocl 

(g§T) wo^sf afR tora)? 10 uton 


Mel. to, to*** tfgRR OTRt 3fr? gto? ffg^RH WRt A ^ ^ET 3T^ff^T to 


to toft> t ^l4ePcTm efto aiton ^ tori UcTf^tc? cfv^ f j toftgg ^ g? ^ ^FPIT 


to ffc %g\ T ^ ftetgel tol ff^EI <J> to tog? Uf?rR A> to Tflv^T 

togto tomR ton 1 1 toto tofe <£ tog A tow? "3CTto> aiton" to 

A toftoto to torf^l <Ft tot Rto W1 tot tot tl Mill 1 


11. nto eft wm 3RJ ^ to Wcfi to to T\i %:- 
(i) (m) Tffto #? araw y^rng ^ mm? tomm wrr tototto A tomimirq to 
W ng 1 ?mto ^ gito <f> to ijs^cf7 ato ami ftoto tom 

mto gn aigtoi ton mn an, rto wfi g$ to mgam ^grn ^ f5ig^ f^gj 
my 3fk ^miiT afrf%?g to ^t i geiltj, ^toM A gg ^pcrt ^r am^R-R 
to an, elto g? gng g# ^ I ~^to. ft 'giHWi cto' A> gig gfr^gi gnfr 
^ to «mg fTT f | 

(^i) m\ w$ gag ?^T to?? ^cto mRT Atm I {% ?p? mft ^ A rntg^r 

$ feR io/~ girl *ftto "#eh m otr efr^ fto gi i ggprt <$ gg-g, 

ros f%gr mn an 1% ^ rw g?t ^tciifri gmi g# t, g? to gmft 
Ari g> ar^tor ^ rpj, toT w gi i to ^ ^ ^r?g mi arg '?to' 

wm ^ wsi gg ra to^l) ^rhw fto ri i gRnf^ri 

is ytori g§t ^f%g toci 11/- w? gfri ■»%to ^ #ojgr gi^jc^ m ern^ ^i 

'ngnft ^ i 
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(H) 10/- WE? yfrf xfifcTH) TO eft HHR ^ TTHH 3 HTfaefRH $ fen? spft 

HRHT TO It ^cTT, HI HTHT RI WT % % HI TOR ^HI# ^ 
^HRf HHHJxflfect cTOIHT \STT TgT % | ^I?«eM $ IRH> fcE? aftfacH 3ft? 'STtTO’ TOR H* 
HHPfaT Wl'frfl HR* Ht fcrE? HUT X5TRT itHT I TORf H> fcE? HI TEfRtTO 3fR 

I3W* MTci'SjcHt ^ WH Pf^ir^t XR 3>HR TOT^ HTH f*HR f^HT RT TOT % I 

(ii) (<J>) <ft WET * I^t cM ' jfocfm 3> '3TTHT^cT Hit' H* HI^H* 3$ £ 

WjfetcT '3TTHR>jf* 3T%' H> WH WTT^fcTrf HR* 3> HT* * ^JeT^T HIrH HtT X?H> g^HT 

11 1^WRHI%f^HTW^3nHR^^THT Wft Wuff ^ RTR ^ f^ f*H^ f*RJT HHT 
WtHtfcE?, uft ** f I HT«sff *. HcrR * 3H* HIcIT TJ?*^ xfTH 

vffcrntjRf atWR^ff 3T* HU WTlf^I eTWWVft $ I I* *HT* IgX? IH STfHT^H TO* *t HTOP 
H* H«f f*RTX? H* uTelPjf* *> WH vSfr^TT 3fn? Vjf[ Hfct ctct f, TO*f TOicfHftHHt TOP* ^ 
WH 'let H* WHc! TtH%?T HRHT 3tf§tHr <£(&WR1 | 

(Hr) HCtft, g f KR r M * XWef TOT* ^ H> ^ XR W**^! TOR 

HR* WI 3TRHRR f*HT t, I* HTRT H# f*5HT HHI SJTI ?1T HITT * ITT *[^* XR 3ff* Hfrjf 
HRHT XflHH •itf’i ^3JT ^ | \Jt>Hlf^ MIe! HHTHT HHI %, HI WHT $ HI Wft McA* 

W®HRR vTenxjfcf' # HHtf 4 

HHfftfl Hit TRftfiftf HR* # fcE? fiTefT? XR 3[eTH HJT^HT^t HJTHT WI^HT I 

(iii) (HT) Haf f^RTX? $ wm A wtf *fl24Wt$ TO 8 XET t HR* # fcE? W 

HlfStHTHn # f*x*H H* W fftTHIH) (5) ^ %HI W ^H5T % | 

(13) f^YTi? ^ f^TH XR IH* 3T?PT ^ xicfRft ^HRT Win WI % 

anpTTx? wr* Ht fen? ?^0 3FH wth xr stt^tt Hif^rr f^n? ? i ixft hh hr 3fR 

ft’TMJ WEH5TR TRT* 3kfR ^ x^gH ^ HtlW? W* ^ f^q ^ f^HI HHI 

t-:-~ 

(HTH>) Xjgj HHH-#HI it/t, fuRT^ HTH H«J %?THT cTPJ, H# tflHT, H?f HT f^RTHT 
x#JH PIN # ^HT^ HH Tnfc?T t* ^ HR HTH HH ^1 W7HTI 

(HTC3) HWT TT^H # fc[X? W & H«S f^RTH? HHR t> 5RT«R 'cTIRW H$f 
%HHI' ItHT I 

(jv) (W) #X»Hxfcfl # XJRI fcfRTHI RHFt HH HTHHH 11 pfl 

3?f^rtnH xM 3HT!H?HH) W1 HaJ xr H* IcftRTTflH WI 1 1 #q^xM * ^ 
TRH TRHjR <^HRI ST^HtcTH ^ 3TTHR XR IH cHHTHT H* «RE? H?t HTH H?t 
11 XR^, HI ^FffW ^ WTH WRT 3 3TTHT f^ H3TH ^ RTTHTRH H* 

%-W^^HHRf^mHT) ^ X? H4V ^t xfr^HI HWIH *( TTTf^TeT HR^t 

HHfnnf VR ^nf^mxjy i^hrt ^ wm'. yr*tif^m hr* ^ f&x? % i pt nf^tsH * hi 

HTHHT ^THT % IH *# M H* H$t HR W*. M RJTHT5TH 5[HRT 
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4tft?r ^rf^n^nt I FTfo4 , ft ft itcp ft 4 ?it ar^tTf^r #4 4# f%£4 to 

44#t I FT #4oT #1^$# $ FT f#T4 F '^raU # 34$# 44 4>|4f*4iH 44# 4?t 

s^sn^t i 


(^) fftft, w (jjj) (^)(^g) A ird^fa '$gT4T4> Ft f^ror m p&r A 

3Tf*ttTT4 -cftcft i^TOT 3T4T4444) ^54 ^ Ft F 4TOTT Wt 4*t FTTc4Tf#T 4v# A> 44t4T4 

# f#? 11 $?tt #$ |tj # f?F 'arfcrto Ft f$44T' 3 m$m f# A> 

ywyn #t \>nft fftt terror 3iiw$ 4 # #4T i 

nJ 

(4) 3TfcTftgt1 Ft fc^F 44 WR) «fsJ $ UfrTTWFT # TOWId 

WTST 3T44T 4FT444) ^STRT FT PR # 444# ^>4 A 4T4# (4>f§JcT) # TOf&cT 
3mrfttl4i4itWT:'?F$4TI 

(4) 4TF ^froTf^RT yfrRejTFT FT Ffl4T4 # feP? #4 4$ <M # #3 

PFTcTT 47# # 4# # 44^ 3T14f# # # 444: ^R TO $47 | '^!eH«b' <2J4Fn 44 
44> IT? t ft> 7|35eFrf xfTrT TTf^TTfccFff 4$ #f> # f, # #$4> #ufa 4>R RT45$tt | 

(V) #$44 ^441 ^ A FT WI, 4T4 Am F«TFT # 3T#t $4# 44 #$4 $47 $ # Ft 4> 

f$RF 4$ 4444 4i# $> 41$ A FTT# ($#&!# # U'tfJcF A $f$44 3ffacT 4F$I^H 
(3TT###) $ T?4> #4 # #TT 77#4 4# $ RT4>47, 4T4 44> FFT ^4T4 ' cT4T4 *JoTT' 3TcT 4 
4# 4ft 471#, 4) 4T^ A RTF4T 44T$ % | 4? TORtT ^4> RT# RT4FJT %, # 4>fcT44 

A 4F (iii) A F4Tf$3f wig # ftRstF 4R wft 11 Fcj, #ttt% 
#fpM A wn I, "4? ft> toftrw 4Wi %, ## fit#4 trf # f^rcmi tjti 
wctt %" i ft Ft RfKpFM «ft4 sn^sfrrft A Am ^tt%t wt ^ wA m ^ 
$41 tn#$ I Fg, ft $Tt ’W%J f^RTH' A> feF c$4 4#t% 4?T 4T44-^t4T A) Mftr! 

W4T wAA i 3 pn, #?wtM g^$ <fA ft pr PtaF^r A fter (arw ^r4)4>k 

WTT) RFTT t ctt 3TT^«rt4tt 45t PUlSR A> feFJ ^ TO) WfA 4>t ^AA $t 

4TF$ri 

(vi) s!fR7FM ^ 4TTT '42t 3FSFI44N' eFTT$ ^T ^ W44T411 4? TO eTT^st 1%4F ^ 
25 UlcPFT 4ft F11 4f ^5 4^ ^ F4F ^4TRT f$? FJ A> ST^ eTT^ f$4T 
44T4TI 4f 4F$4Rt f$4?44FTT^t 'iiH4)l^$ 3TT4?T 11 FT Wef 4>t chf44l^l 

^)4T4^4n4 A FTT^ feP? FT Wc44T ^> f$444 F $R 4)FTT TO 4# pTT 11 ^A 

FT f$44 F TOR A> 3TT$?I 'R’t’fR 4TFTT ^t4I I 444^44, FT FT 44 4)T ^44) 
^TT^tSTT A> fcH? VISA % | 


FJTftt, ^ftTf4$t€t A> f^crft4 flctt 4Tt 444 A RRRt FT ^t 45t 54$ Wt 4$ 3T4^T $t 

4TTcft tt | F^. FT 4T4et A F 44 4^ 4f^4$4 4# | 4? pr^4st f$RF ^ 25 

4f$4m4ftFF41Tfr4$4II FT 4FRt A 3Ffft($4 5 Ul?14RT 4^t <rf$4 4>TO 4$ f$>TI4T 

44R F eTT^^Fft 4$ 3FSFT 44R F 4# I 

1065‘Tf/^ooo ~^A 
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(vii) (37) tM 3 > feT? UHK eHTPl 3 WTfrl Tift % ! t TcTT 

wwi t ’jTvjf efc ferq ericft w 11 <gw y^nafi ^ ge <rq# 

3T^cT 3?R SRTPT^ Met l|y gTtee Rr>TfT % | <Pt ^ 

SRjfcHft 3 Wfocf e WeT cRrFFTcf ^cTT % I ffTfStWR 3 ^fR^tR WT! 
(XJH3fEM) 3> 4 W® W1 TTfet gTT f^J *R TR) 3TT^TT RTf^cT f%eT 2TT I ^tT 

3TT£?T TTstfSm 3RT cIcWT wtf $ feD? ?TB7 ^ fey ey %:- 

"(SR fj) fep?ft tftcT 3> ETRT 3 ^sj 3 3T2RT siaf ^1 9RT $ WeHcRUf 3T5ZT^T RI eDTYWt 
foR 3RFf-3TRe M7 fey MEpt | WWfcITR ^> TPft WF$ 
cf> fcR WetcRR WR cTWt, feRfe TTRlfeTf^oT 3fR WHRTRT $ <?T 
aifctfew ^rrer? ^ yf£ yfesr 3fR fe*fa stram wfeei e# 1f 
"(?3R?) We tfe >!jfcfErr fe fey fe>y XtTT% yfe vjq^ fe# U^io-H fey SRJcft e# 
^mTT^I XTRH ^%!T fe»TfefeRT 3lf?mTEf $ yfeeifecT fe?TT W %■- 
(*) efe waj 3 ^ wfacl Wff t^TcT 3I2RT #RW/cPRW?I R fefricRR 
TlfecT ^j'r| xjtrT wt 37 ?VWcT TTcfaRT Wf 3T5RT ^ rf> fey qsf W\ 3TT4e^I 
efifet 3 T 2 ETT efsj R HWcT, 3FJTSRT wf cfR% cj> fey 7^MidRcJ/«l4 3 7^51 
Mien t 3ft? fe* 3RI wf, ftE# fey WHTcRR 3TRRW ftcTT t, cR f$f 
W-TfcTRI yfl "TctH <fc fePJ ?eiPTRFRT HPTf ^TcTT %| ^ 

TaiHIdfRcT ttYcT cPI yfcRCTPH ^ feR %UT yR^ <TTeIT WRIcRR ^ "WI 

cjft ^f?tETT fcTq ^eTRTtcTRW” ^TFTI ?5TTrrT % I 

(**) ^Rgr4t yraif^wr r twt ^ feP? ^ wrf yRr ^ 2 } 
wnictRcf t%yT3ncn t, fi«f tsihrrw yrrrtf ^ we tM ^ wpt^ 4 
RerHTcRR "ycfFi ^en'' hht Mrw I 

{***) 3Rf£T/l?HTM gT?I f^tn wfT^ cITen ef^ ^ 3RJ Wl-iic1VW| 

"TIccR ^fcfcJT” HHT MR I” 

"f 7 ! 7 !) cRITft, TtcftrlRuft $ EFT^f A R! R'icIRI ^ TPff Wrf, TRfnf 1" 

"(Tig) ur ^ ytcT tf^r^ yisrf^tcpTn y? f%# srt ete e>[ we ^ ^ fciy X, 
wetcfRe vsncTT %. ey weraf^n f^n? 'ey eta cf>r TeiTeTcWT yerri ^ Tfe 
eiRfr %, fwr ■gwr tewft yrarf?te>cn cjvi erm eepf ete gNT 
f%?JT eTTcTT I 3T?ETT e? WIHWW "tRET ^EJT" epTT efTTcTT t, MSI yTSjftcFcTT 

cjt^ eTe eft ^ w?t ^ ^een ^i we e^eft 1 1 eanf^, erecii # 

eg cfHT eTP^e^t fteT:— 

{*) fter wfl eTct etet. f^r% wff eief tf[?r ^ armee r i? eroTri ^ 

R3TcftcReie^?TTt l 
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(**) 3 M, yft «rsj eR ter c£Hft FW $ e^Ff/W?T| ^ feP? TRTT 7 ! M 

f I 

(***) % M. Rl wfi yFRRT WcH M M % |" 

(viii) '^cHtfcT^T M ^ ^tsrfiJcT y^R cRT^ cfc 3 yMMi yft ^ 3Mf^r ^ I \ rt 

TR ctfSToT yiMf FFR ^ 7t TlMcl ycj> 3R? FIFeT A FTF-fMF fcR?TT 

%\ F3F aFfef 3 #0 $ Mf Ml M WT I, F?*M FF R F^ *lM 
^ fc}FR 'fist fcRJT FFT % | 

(ix) Mr viqr<fK’ $ yym 3fR urr ffrr ^ pa 3> yr^ 3 3 <?p yrfci 7# 

f i cfp yMrort ^ Mrif y?r t f^ Mr vrrfr ib yym yft sRprfcr M vstt^t 3> «ttf 
#<M yMMi git fM ^ M ^n ut^f cM y?r 3^# a# M i iM 
M ff tprft tr Fy M $ Mr crft an F#t Mi I M ^r tMf 

FTR F> Ft HFTcfi 3 RT M*T<?R nFFTWR Ml W 3?R Mu Ml FFT I RT 

^^RFaFFT cfKlel FFT^ ijfacff arMrFFFoMF^t! 

(X) RFT FF> 'FTcRFIcf) wft efr fcp FFRR WRT' F>T TRIEf %. RJIFTeTF <FT FF ^ 3 W 

^ ff uiMrr FRi aFjRtFF M f^ ydaiF yTFR 3 ^ttM 
f^n ft1 wci:, ff yiMRR HiRUcRfi 3> srMr/Mtfi ^ A Mm M cr 
F cf>FT | RrM. #CRpM cfTt tRFTSf Ml uITFI t fM ^JJRJTeRf efr WM F>T SRpiRF 

M | 

(xi) *TH^ TJ7FF?- I-3RTR Xi-MRft-7-$F "& ^ ^ 

3TJHR ’3TM efFH’ ^T yTW=T t i M cRTclT t f% '3lM RFH' 3?R 

'3lM TFR1 RkRTI' $ cgU YJTcM ?t RTT 11 ^fttcT y^ETFl 

^ cZJcfrT cRRTT 3TTcR7Tcfi % | M TRJ cj> 31^R WW cff[ SIFT *f 

IRT 3TTRTN RTT^ c^ M 3T^ffM ^ MT %:- 

'M 3fM olFPr ^ ^PRR 3lM ^FFra mi R 3R5 Wit ^cTR^T 3TRRW 
M 3jfR Tltef: t^-yaTy 3T24ta Fm ITRI ^R# R24H cf^ cR ^cT 
c^^rri 7i ^itw r r «rJ Mrtt yaR ePTRir yyyyj i" 

(xii) trtiM y3j,cVr%r^rsry^t| trci>r 

% y?ci 3-#r %raT m Mfta Mi «n i yrMRR 3 yrM m 3ryM ^ 
M ygi cfr R>y ^r ^ wh 2-#tr m ^ Mt an i w3wr 

(yRcrfl, 98) 7i ^ Rr^fFalrr sJt i y? yrMRR cRimr 2~#r tgerr-Ttcy 

gyyr?H <?rcttTF r11 MSirryyi-yfry w# sir^ fcp 

(xiii) 3R£f TTRPlt ^ y?Jeef? lj#f ^ TTF^ A F9 ^ cf> 3TpR 3lM TP?5R 

# 3RJ yMfat «Pt cHT^MT feR 3lM yif^cT 7^ %\- 
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(m) ^ic>j[|vjc E? cpl^ 3TcT 7 T ?t tucsyeep eFTRTI REPIT | 

0*1) ^cr »iRc^^i w? it eft? mr-tfPimidd rnrPr met mi mtieit ef> fen? 

H^e^f A ERIT A ^ <f> fcTtJ ERFT & vrcgcfcT ^TFcTRf <faR eft^TT | 

(V) ftcT3> yqtuHl4 PtmedH W^FFTTi 

(3.) iral«i eft aft^r $ f^TT f^ft <frr ft ftimft ft wh'iot ft fen? <ti{ 

w?E#'d J irai urn^n i 

(W) Rt:?Jem TO eft WTT 3Fft ft fen? ?ftcfR'i, 'ftERJem, 3tfsRjfact SFT^RTf 3ft? 
EcrR ft ^R-y-cjldH f^cRfi ftt YTTf^et Eft fftm RPRII 

(E5) 3RPff^rI ^Fft ef? WM ft A mftefRE TjnfcRTT 3TT^R#5tt ftt^ ft 
3FJ?fR fftm \ji!vJ'*ll I 

?H ?E f^Fcft ftt ?ftwft€t A ft 3FFTTT? RFT ft fcP? "tTg> 3RESt 4 

PtftRcf <tRdl ■eflgtt f | 

(xiv) "dftm" 3fR "fftft?T RFt mft" ftft ftt TpER! ft TRET A ?*ft 3 R 5 ?FRI WeT ^ 
3TTft?T EfRd fftm ®tT | ft?mftft A W> ftt i fft tnPFfRR gRT ft 7 ft Tf^TTOTSfr ftt 
EfttftsiwfeRTTii 

(XV) Wti ?TeT ft ft fftftd fft? m? <J>T5 HTHeft ft ftttjmM ft TRET ft faRre 3nft?T mRd 
fftFjftl Tftqmftftt ftt fftft?T f^IT TrrrcTT I fft ft 3Flft cRt ft EFT ft dc^EK yil^cjtl 
RYltSFTYTTfftRefft | Tlftim ftRT ftft fftm W %:- 

(E>) tRcEFI fft? Tpr \)l},^ei ftftEft/ftcRETftt ft TTlfftRT met ftftd? 

''fttcRElftt ft TmfftcE met ft fJtR ft^E?” ft feR ft^RR tWR eTEFt ftt ft 

Hftftftt3j&m?TH ?m fttrn RrftRd m?ET i 
(*3) 20EEft3t1^ERmftftftftf TRftf^yrrReFTFtT ! 

(E) TPft TO?cpft 1TRT ?IT?n ffR tR 3RRK[ vST^ ^ feR trqtmTT3lt 5RT ftePf ^ 
f^? met '5 7 RTR 3fR tfRH RfRlf JRj f^ ^t rft uTT^t meft mtRft 3{[cRPtt 
tR cj^lcHtb WR el^lMI I 


12. '^kJ'qittcTl ^ "qtfMI’l cR'l ^ *tR <?>W FRft ^t 
W ?Rff 3ft? ?m^RERfi mt ?nRra mi ^ mmTci I 


ff ^HFf 


12.1.1 #[fM sTRT 2RmRmf^cT eft 3T^?TR mf^R ^ ^TPT PiRfetfed TRTtER 
3ryfll^d f :- 

(W) ftW- |, 3TSZTRT— I! A EFT—m—dlMM ^ 3FFtd f^Rft (7) ^JcET^TtR ef^t cf>t 



RRTT %•— 
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"£q> qqqy qqqf ft fcR 'JJWfHTT fqqf qftufcRr?! qR Pi H fa fed ftft-- 
arraiftcT qrgq - yp?id ftft airaifad xRgafi ft lerq Rftqrg?q> %k\ xjRriqR 
ftyq qq cto, 3tor afR m$\ (#an£qq>) *j^g qq i 

faqfa ft\ ^ qRjq:- Hf^TcT M Pqfa 3ft qf ^3?t ft faq «ftqi*Jo«b gRT 

xjpqiqyq foq qq qtq-xRfa fa;qjcq> (qxwft^) xjrj xr ftrft i 

0®) $KTq>- I, 3R2JR- 11 3 qR ^S. q?t qq ^TO 9 ft\ pFTFjqiR RRfrPcT feqT ^rflcTT 
%:- 

"wff/^R {m& arar^T qr£ |q) vsft xfmwi ft faq irtPr q^t f, qfaqy 

M 3TOT qTuf/tfT^ ^ pqT qreft xfa <£ qg? ^ ^ xr ter 

RiRidfei f%q xj# t r' 

(q) 3 wp- i, arezjm— i iq>, qR~q> 3 qq qio 22 ft 3i?Rfa f^arofr 20 -Mq #nxj 

qft PlHI^'HR Wfff1Sl?l f^RJT vSTTcTT %:- 

"3RT qRR <fc qpRqR. qfe ^ 1 ^ SRfR ^ foiq 3TcFT qqR oRTq XJTTXp | 
qfe *R-qqTfrrd qitqq amrR/Prqfa, R5Tcft/ef$ igq, q^q qRx* £ afR ^ 
xjfa $ ?STqR ^R qTf^T ^ 3 ^1 vSTRTT £ 3?R qTq 3 gqiqR Pfafa ftRT 
vrtl<1l £, qq XR XR hR— qy ^ anrfa "fTHTRI qyxRRf XR cTP^ q> aRfqR qy£*R) 

3fR qyxRRt 3 *R qypft xr mq?jcq> ft arfctftqfi anqiqqq pr crj^xT i" 

(SI) 3TE^-| 11 q>T 

^q-fRT 2 Pri^n TOfrfsm to xjfmr £:- 

"arzRRxii ft\ qRfe qiq qft xnfta 3 arRTRtr ft) xjcRif ft) dtfta ^ q^t q?r 

fll’Jfe XI<f> aRRT «jq)|4 *TR ^ RnXf ^ ^|<M ^ ^clq vrtl'i cTTfR3 cl«ft I" 

05.) |. aRznq- | Rj, -RR-q ^ xfRtrROT efr aicPfcl f&xrpjft (11) «fR 

rv ri.r y, , , /n a \ a /\ 4 

ic^ull vjii^i \Jiini ?:— 

"fexxRft (iii) - x?jrt qf^R q> ant^M q^Rt q>t 30 f^q qiq m q^Rt 
XR wi PR afR qqxff xr 3Tf^qxT *^RR qxTRxq ^xrj : trh ^2-cT^ fq 
qy^R^R qR xj ( ajiiiirl "ft ^n^ci q^ q>T ^ 3T5^TR ei^oi f^q vjir^ i" 

(q) q^qqarr^ ^i qcqq qfri qTefr qif^rqy q^qy u^'RH ^f^tii3Tt ^ y^icH atR 

appsRT -ft fciq qqRt wtift g^rqy- 1 .3rami- 11 3 qR-xq ft) werw wm I, 
qififo Rjf^lT q^ RRTPc! qR f^qj qqi 11 

(b) ^RTqy— i. aiwq -1 iqy ^ xfrmrRR ftt^ft Rrqsft qR-q ft aiepfq 1 %xir^ (j) ft 

qTq PlHfclI^sId f^xqnft vjfl^l \5TT?ft %:— 

”(i) (^).3of^qq?r f^:qjcqy 3rqf§J ft qqiR ft wm xfrfricR^i qy£qtfr 

(cT^ fq ) qyr cT^R qyq^ XR aRzqq- i I (qy) ft qR-xj I (qy) aqqTrfi qx aicRtd 
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afhf rfteft 7?tERf EE E> 3FJRR Wit jpjE^Eft E> feP? 
3 )P|Re 1 RFRR STRR cRTR Wpt" | 

(ET) f?EE- |. 3T&ETE i I (E) 4 RTR-q E> ?Me E> ERcTR 2 E>t PfREcf RETt^E 
fcpRT RET f:— 

"UicicR ET TO?> RTR tR ufrTf^T ET ERE* RTR E> 3EJRR TFgRE nwf gft EE" 
(If) I, 3RETE ix 3 RTR-E cjfr M\ 11 arwfrr E#4 E? TRTEJpif A cT^E 

<£e EE RRR RR (<p* 4t STRET Fl^t ) ^eft EE ETSET 9 Et FETET vRMT 

It 

0=T) ^ETE- L RSETE IX A RTE-cT E) 3RFfa f^JRtt (i) Et pRETJHR TRTtPm f%ET 
ERrlT t ; ~ 

"E^, RFT RE c^TRTE 'Jgf^EIT EEcTO EET^ R^ %, A Esf RR R?4 e EtrT ^ feR 
ERTJEcf ITER3 iP)c)|4 !> I" 

(^) fRTE- I. E?ETE xi 3 30 fetRTET TIER 3> 3fcPfa EE W9IT-3 E>t P R ElfER 
TRfffacT %ET ETTET %:- 

"tyn f^Rr4 R ^ET, (Hcfm c^R EE eFTR RR ) Et^ c[?f EEt El EFT E?t RTEE- I, 
'5TEERI—ix A) ETE-E E>t *Ht- i I (utXt W 7 3?R 8) E> SEFfcT 4) R^ E?t EX 
RRfr E) EXE wit ^ EFXcTE, ETcT E> cTETE 3?tX ErRT^ E> fcR FTX 4) f^XFt EX 
fcRERf 

(E) gXcTE- | |, 3TEETE- I A (6) EFRft RERFft (E) XTcf E> AtA tRT-1 
pREFJXTR 'HVllfSlcl 1%ET EfTET %:— 

"EPRft STETEft (E) Xfif: Et^ cZjf^T 3ff§E RJctt E>t ETEtft STEWlt E> feR 
EE EE ET5f E^t FtRT, ETE EE E$t ETEfft STEFPft E> foR? EEET ETET Etxt e'T ^xtt 
^RcTWT E> "f^el ‘2 T TETE E?t cllftCI ^A" W ifcetFX RTF ^ 4tEE EET^ ERT E 
ETTEtt 3fR ^ fcT%E A E %ET TRTT Ft I E^=Rt ^ TTEE A ETRft 3 ?TE E 4t E> 
1eR RTEEF "f^eT E?t ETft75 $, fyRT E^T A 3T&E E^tt E>t Rf |" 

(^5) ^fEE- 111 A 11 $> ^ETJTTE #5E7-3 Et SIcPtE RE WsET 2 (iv) E^t 

FETET vdlrf r % | 

12.1.2 TRTtf&E Ei^RY RFRR URRt E> 7TEE 4 RERf T^pR ?TjiEE ^'•EtfpT^H gRT ETPEcT Pe 
E lRlEl m 11747/94 E> ^REE A RETR TO RJTEME ET PpfE Wt RE ^R f?t%^ 
WTfrf $ 3m^cT 1% 6 EJeTT#, 1994 Et EFet E>t E^t ERT) cTP^ E?t RR^t, 

ESIiH'RllRn E> TFJRR 'JRTE— |, 3RETE- | |E A RTR-^3, RE TOI 2 ^ 
ETcPfE f%W°tt 4(E) E> REWTE PlHfclRsid ETEETR «pt VITPtd ER^ feR 3FJRtf^E 
1%ET viflrll % — 
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"fetquft: 5 -fakHPW Wlf ^ c?$ fq ^ fcR xjgRR ypR PR-73-2-R^ 

12.1.3 fMtlJcfj T^xry tr 3TTCncTt PT Mcfi 3 facIRf cf> ^RRI RjPcRI pH ^ ''BSfftSd PR 
20/- Rtp? ^ PSTPR 25/- Rtpr PR^ 3fR RtRR tR vJPfT ‘'TJPtfP ^TH P>t 
RT^PR^ <?> feUJ WP £R7 THTRTrcr iefJPT W % | TRjft, tfFlIRI Wit XJPR 3> TOfteR P?T 

is yfrmrr 3T^frfer ftNi pm I. p? xr^p msm p> ctp^rm i^iVph p> 3 

3RptfecT fefrZfT PPT 11 P^^PR. T|RTP>- |, 3E2JTO- I 3 PP (P) P7* PlHI^PR 

^frf^cTf^IT‘W%:- 

''^TPTTcft PT foqftfi tR ftcRP <f> PRR XfR*P 3fcRR XR Xtp> tf^ tR RjpcR 
PPPR 25/- WJ % I" 


12.2.1 ^piM 3 ftRft XTP> P^ri «?> f^pr yrn/f eft PR1 ^ RTf^T eft 50/- M 1 ? 

ft P^PR 75/- T^XR PRft P7T XRPTP fcfRfT | | Ul(^cf)W! fRT P^PRI ST?}c«cft XR 20 
XffrRTP eft WWl ejf^ ft *RftpPR ^ Rjppp pRl 60/- PotR ftt XSTlftt % I 

dcT^-fR, tJRTeR- I, 3TSJTRT— | 3 PP (^.) ftl PlHl^R ftftrfftp fftm RTcTT %:- 
"fftftt XRv tftxRT XR ^7J Tpft XJPlft (ftftp PRPJ 7T%CT) cgR ftp? RJPRTP 60/- 
ftPTI ^pft PRTPl, ftft eft XJpftP PP ft ftcpfp PP XTmft PP pft ft PTP ft ^TcPiTT RRP 
PRT PTPT fcfR tr ftRfi, 3jftpP tjftf wfc tR ppRri cl p PPR W <jqf PR fftm PTRPT |'' 


12.2.2 fftftt trp> ^ 3UUcR PT 81PPT $ Pci PR PT PTP ft 1PI, f^RJ R?T 3RRTT 

RPlf^te ^ ?t, cf5t ycf) ^cJTTf ^ ypT^ ^ feR ^ yT^RRI cj> aTJ^TJcRT 

feRT csr^rer f%7TT % I Tp), XTRTR RRRf -SPRIT^ 71IRR1 yf^ty cj> 3^oq p# %, 
?THfcR ^ 74)R1V f^RTT tRJi 11 <Rgrf:. 7#^cT t^f ^ 3TJflR 0.50 ^ *TFT ^ 
c^cRT ^ 7RRJ tf'Tg f^T RTcTT 11 ctf^R, ^ 0.50 cfcf> ^ m 1 ! c^t 0.50 

*TFRl ej5t XRTT^ XT^H ^ 1 ^feltj RP?t RRl tft aTJ^fcT % | cTailft, 

^RW- I. 3TRJRT- 1 WZ (U) cfff Tjyife ^ 7TRTRI t^f% 31TXIR TR f^FTTJTIR 
TRTtftlrr f^RTT vjfRn %:— 

3TPRR1 R &RRTT $ TT^R PR TfT PPI y>T mR^cH efR^ # feR. RRPRJ 
Rfj 3RJ21T f^RrffTe p ?t, 0.5 ciyj ^ PF1 yTt 0.5 3?R 0.5 cTOT 3)to PPT cjft ^cf) 

$<bl4 PFTTtjTR I" 
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12 . 2.3 1 1 (iv) 3 HfrciRgcT srfrfftyg vS foHHT sht? nysfr 

giftying gSt fcgfMf y> h^rr ; ?ftggM ^ g?ny>-1, 3reyry-xi 3icpfa 

6 afr? 7 yir Hsfrfog y^ny g rc nft f^n hht 11 


12.3 H«TH 3 cfj# *ft HR g> j J^jT ^ TRf^T | | | H* qRRlR- 11 URlftd 

HgffERt git TFgHtf^Tf Hft f^T?TI HHT ft1 v3M^3ri 11 (vii) A yi£)gw u l gTTT fey Hy ^piM ?f> 
spjhr tftyyiM g?t yH3ffeRt y> yrfccrRR tr?dTy g? 3 fjhr ?h Ryei 4 yrdig yn: ffyir ggRr 
gyyHHyf fern gym 1 1 


12.4 ^ g^rg- 1 3isyry-{iv) 3 hr— g—myR "f^cg fey*?" <£ spfa ycfyR 

ny ho 13, (^4) g>l gt^frf^Tcr Wt gg ynyy %g % i yifegm #ygM y> gfr y> hr yft 

gryg-1,3T£ziTg-(iv) 3 HR-g afrr m gt 3icpfd tfWryjcg gm ^tgft gR yTcft grgsft y? fery 
Rr:^eg> feyni h nyfed gcif' gr HHtfed gR |y hthcti ho c^yygV98-^tygM 
3 13 sfeg, 1999 gtt yg srfeg y??t # htRct hr ^yg I1 vft^giM y>r vjyd 3ifeg y> 3 tjhr 
3R% gfr y> hr gt nyitfed gy^ gg Rfeg fern rri 11 


12.5 M3 ^ Hctr 4 yyg gg^r yRr hRi yy gt gfr^ grnf ht nrjft h eft hctfR f 3 ?ft h 

f, HRR ^HHiy HhR Hgft |JW+- I I I 3 hRRt^- I ytt 3Ff?jR- I I R STcPfa HT5 4 Hit 

Hritfed gryf gg yHyy feng 1 1 yTfegygH’ftdsiMdRl yin htstt eft? *rc 3HRiy gR y? fciy 

H5THRH R7H 3#PfgH, 1963 y>t £TRT 50gi 3ft? EITH 50^5 ^ 31?^% ePTT^ HTctt HccR 
^HcTT^ gg?^ HIHell HO €lyyRtt/9/2000-HRRT 4 Wcjft. 2000 git gg 3TT^?I 

H?ei ^t htRti giz ^gg 11 #ggrftcff git ggfi 3 tt^?t ^ 3 F 5 HT? 3 R% gft $ hr ^ HHggH 
gRg?fH vnfotf g>^ gT Rt^t ^hi rtht 1 1 
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13.1 tR^ PwfRci ^ # u^vrym gft sriftm ^ q gcgpyt ?r? ^ 

A cr>i^i4 ^ #, otf^R ?*r u? '*4V4 >k gi'fiPlchci i, afrf^i, a rr aRs ? 

'HIHvfl'W, 'ri'ioicil ^ v5Tm WtA $ fcP? ^ ^ ^ *TR ^ *pft ?Tcif 3>f W£cf: xjft 

vrfixt—M^d!«H t1 ^?n?^ ?WI «Tga 3TR>R s^t <fiTRT ^ efR | ftfrt ^ 1 R 

«bY^ I f% W 1 ! A ^ HR 3>t ^ReT 3?R rT^PPR ^RFt ^T ^RT ^RT I 

^m. m #s 7 ^^cH 3> <fc JTR TR : ^FTcfft ?mf <?ft f^RJrT Wg-t^cTToT WtA $ feTCJ 

<*>l W Wr <F> 3R^ 3ff§fw ^ ^feR ?®A 11 


13.2 IRg A FI ^rpftcff 3fR Uifl<M)3Tt, ^ 3FJ?R f f%> ?Tctf Rft 

dif^ct) ^pftsrf / R^qo r $ fen? A mA fAmA/fe*jf*pfi. ^snii zfte ftmf&ii wi cm 
?AwZFfW{ i 


13.3 vR^Jr! \JrR-M'gr11e!/fc|^eiq lJ l ^ "HcftSfl f^ f«RT cf>t 31|<^I ^ ^ ^ 

P p4 ^ [ <f> R1R 4 3PT^ ^1 # RR (^H^t W\\ RfiR) A \3M^tcl 'RStfEH «*>'^ ^ I 


14. tfR-R^ gwf <j> A ^T 3TT^?[ ^ f^ ^ f>fa ^T 3TT£?T eft W <?> WR 3 

»cf)[RrcT wr^ efft cTfftel ^ <ft?T f^T 7RTR 3A TRlcft ft oTP^ | 3R5 ^ f^T ^?T 

3it^t tfr ifRcf <f> A y<t>MR A> J<rt>\?\ «ir y^4t ^r ^mpt i 


TR. 3TR8S 

[ f%5m/3/4/3ramrtw/i43/2000 ] 
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T!?rFT 

^TeTT forfal 

Tpf 1997-98 afft 1998-99 efr fc^ dl cT^n ^ 1999-2000 feP? 3pT*TH 


W) 


fa<NU| 

1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

JlidUllfl Ptfo1<H cTT 

35.53 

35.20 

36.88 

37.09 

39.33 

i.treicRarra 






Wlf 3fft *i<SR°T 

117.91 

117.86 

124.19 

130.40 

136.92 

q??R ^fa> TPTR 

79.13 

88.29 

93.02 

97.67 

102.55 

3TRI 

28.87 

30.16 

31.78 

33.37 

35.04 


3.81 

3.38 

3.56 

3.74 

3.92 


71.63 

74.45 

78.45 

82.37 

86.50 

^ \ ^ - __ -V /^-.-i f 

Iqq W ^51 n «JIf3d d 






4>K U I 

— 

— 

3.31 

6.95 

10.95 

Tjfr?—i 

301.35 

314.14 

334.31 

354.40 

375.88 


2. VWIcR oBRI 


wif 

53.48 

57.83 

63.61 

69.97 

76.97 


39.94 

42.84 

47.12 

51.83 

57.01 

4>l4nlel'1 

15.26 

17.01 

18.71 

20.58 

22.64 


2.32 

2.76 

3.04 

334 

3.67 


23.75 

26.70 

29.37 

32.31 

35.54 

dRM UYII*H 

64.73 

72.22 

79.44 

87.38 

96.12 

vafr^—2 

199.48 

219.36 

241.29 

265.41 

291.95 
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1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

3. TrmcR3rf?r^(i-2) 

101.87 

94.78 

93.02 

89.09 

83.93 

4. to tog 3TT7T 
(«Z[K)T ctft 

10.23 

8.37 

9.00 

9.00 

9.00 

5. to ^ tol egg 
(cRTifr tR wra w^'-ctR) 

57.85 

48.68 

75.45 

79.35 

83.93 

6. Pi eld 3Tf^t?t^ (3+4-5) 

54.25 

54.47 

26.57 

18.74 

9.39 

^ Bt^cR) 

360.00 

382.40 

402.79 

423.00 

444.15 

8. (7)xr 20utocT<&<R 

r arm 

72.00 

76.48 

80.55 

84.60 

88.83 

9.3T&7ta (+)/tot(-) 

(6-8) 

(-) 17.75 

(—)22.01 

(-)53.98 

(-)65.86 

(-)79.44 

10.3lM^(+) /tot(-) 
(1) <£ UfcWfl <$ 3TJRR 

(-) 5.89 

(-) 7.00 (-)16.15 

(-)18.58 

(-) 21.13 

1999-2000 ^ 2001-2002 cTC> 3?ttTcf (yfrTW) 


18.62 



2000-2001 ^ 2001-2002 m> ofrFRT (UfrRlcT) 


19.85 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 10th April. 2000 

No. TAMP/3/99-CHPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48, 49 and 50 of the 
Major Port Trusts Act. 1963 (38 of 1963). the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby amends the Scale of 
Rates of vessel related charges and cargo related charges of the Chennai Port Trust as in the Order appended 
hereto. This Notification will be in supersession of all the earlier Notifications of vessel related charges and 
cargo related charges of the Chennai Port Trust covered by this Order. 

SCHEDULE 

Case No.TAMP/3/99-CHPT 
The Chennai Port Trust ... Applicant 


ORDER 

( Passed on this St&day of March 2000 ) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Chennai Port 
Trust (CHPT) about general revision of the scale of rates, both vessel-related 
and cargo-related. It has been stated that the last general revision to the scale 
of rates of the CHPT took place in 1991; the Government has been insisting for 
periodically revising the scale of rates; even in the preliminary Audit Report for 
1997-98 the Accountant General (Audit) has stated that the action to increase 
the tariff structure in time has not been taken; and, the proposal was placed 
before the Board in its meeting held on 18 December 98 and was approved. 

2. It has also been stated that though the Port Trust is generating 

operating surplus, almost the entire expenditure is met from internal resources 
including the expenditure on the ADB funded Project. The Ports plant and 
equipment have to be refurbished at regular interval so that there will be 
smooth flow in the operation of the Port Trust. The Port Trust has also to 
implement a plan to replace obsolete items with modern ones. 

3. The proposal was subjected to preliminary scrutiny based on 
which the CHPT was required to submit clarifications and provide additional 
information. The most important point was about excluding from this proposal 
all references to the Ennore Port Project. In other words, the expenditure 
thereon was not be counted as an input in the computation of tariffs at the 
CHPT. 

4 . In accordance with the procedure followed by the TAMP th 3 
proposal of the GHPT was circulated among 11 main users of the Port. 
Comments were received from the Shipping Corporation of India, MMTC, 
Chennai Steamer Agents’ Association, Tamil Nadu Electricity Board and M/s 
Hauers Lines Ltd. These comments are summarised below:- 

MWITC : 

(i). The MMTC is against the steep increase in cargo-related charges 
leviable on iron ore export from the Chennai from the present 
Rs.46.60 per ton to Rs.87.60 per ton, an increase of 88%. 
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(ii) . The demurrage in Chennai arising out of frequent breakdowns of 

the plant and machinery have resulted in demurrage per ton 
increasing from Rs.0.69 per ton in 1995-96 to Rs. 8.92 per ton in 
1997-98. Taking into account the demurrage the increase 
proposed would be much more. The competitiveness of the 
operation needs to be looked into. 

(iii) . Steel production have suffered steep decline as also the price of 

the finished product. There is a widespread recession in the 
South East Asian countries which has resulted in iron ore export 
prices dropping by 11% for iron ore fines and 10.2% for iron ore 
lumps in the year 1998-99. As such, the Iron ore exports are 
being operated with wafer thin margins. 

(iv) . In view of the above, the proposed increase may be kept in 

abeyance for the time being. 

(v) . The proposal for increase may be deferred by at least two years 

because of recession in the trade. 

The Shipping Corporation of India (SCO: 

(i) . It is necessary to review the system of levying Port charges in US 

Dollar and modify the proposal suitably in the case of Indian 
Ships. The proposal of the CHPT to enhance the existing dollar 
rate by 10% is very much on the high side. They have suggested 
appropriate reduction. 

(ii) . The CHPT has been levying Port charges on coastal vessels at 

foreign rates because of provision of the CHPT Scale of Rates 
stating ‘an Indian vessels carrying goods from a foreign country is 
to be treated as a vessels engaged in overseas trade’. This 
needs to be amended suitably. 

(iii) . The CHPT should refrain from charging berth hire for the time / 

number of days lost by the vessels at berth owing to delay in the 
arrival of the pilots and tugs for any reasons whatsoever. 

(iv) . The CHPT takes a long time in refund Port, marine, container and 

other services dues. They have suggested that the Scale of 
Rates should provide payment of interest at appropriate rates on 
refund of excess Port / marine service dues from 30 days from 
the date of remittance of advance payment especially when all 
the service are rendered by the Port on pre-recovery basis. 

(v) . The Scale of Rates should provide for waiver of extra Port 

charges for ships delayed due to strikes to mitigate the financial 
losses suffered by ship owners because of delay to their vessels 
for no fault of theirs. 
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(vi) . There is no justification for the Port to levy any extra charges for 

cold moves required by the Port. 

(vii) . The proposal about prescribed norms is ambiguous and needs to 

be clearly quantified in the Scale of Rates in order to avoid any 
future dispute in the matter. 

(viii). The proposal to bring transhipment container into the ambit of 
dual levy system will be deterrent to the trade. This proposal 
need not be encouraged. 

(ix) . There should not be any storage charges for LCL container as the 

delay in de-stuffing is beyond the control of the shipping lines. 

(x) . In the proposed increase of 40% on container handling charges is 

not justifiable. 

(xi) . The proposed 100% increase in charges for cranes and fork lift 

trucks is very much on the high side. They have suggested that 
the private operators should be encouraged and allowed to offer 
the services at competitive rates and work inside the Port which 
would increase productivity. 

(xii) . There is no justification for 50% charges when ships use their 

own cranes. 

The Chennai Steamer Agents’ Association (CSAA): 

With the merger of DLB, there will be changes in datum and again 
rationalisation will occur which will have prolonged improvement 
on efficiency and reduction in direct cost of port operation hence 
increase in port tariff is unjustified. 

Tamil Nadu Electricity Board (TNEB): 

The enhancement in port dues, berth hire, pilotage, etc will put 
TNEB in to heavy financial constraints. They have therefore, 
suggested that no enhancement may be made in the Scale of 
Rates. 

The Hindustan Chamber of Commerce (HCC): 

(i) . The increase is not warranted. 

(ii) . The increase proposed is very steep. 

Wl/s. Hauers Lines Pvt. Limited: 


(i). No distinction is made between vessels of various sizes for the 
purpose of port charges. They have suggested that as in the 
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case of berth hire which are based on the size of vessels, the port 
charges should be proportional to the size of the vessels. 

(ii) . There should be concessional wharfage for coastal cargo. At 

present neither the Scale of Rates as it stands today nor the 
proposed revision makes any concession to coastal cargo 
whatsoever. 

(iii) . The present proposal on cost plus basis is not justifiable. The 

Port’s should also bother about efficiency and competition. 

(iv) . Additional Berth hire levy is excessive, arbitrary, discriminatory 

and open to misuse. The courts have commented adversely 
against this levy. The proposed revision actually seeks to 
legitimise contempt of court by changing the nomenclature from 
'addition berth hire’ to ‘penal berth hire’. 

5. As regards alteration of the unit for berth hire charge from 
24-hours to 8-hours, it has been stated by the CHPT that the charge is levied 
on a ‘rate per day’ basis to avoid congestion of berthing vessels; only such a 
levy of berth hire can make vessels vacate the berth without delay. 
Accordingly, the CHPT has requested for maintenance of status quo in this 
respect. Obviously, this request cannot be accepted. It has been the stated 
position of this Authority to introduce a change in this regard and, as 
recommended in the Guideline developed at the Chennai Workshop of 
February 1998 to move towards levy of berth hire charge on a hourly basis, 
adoption of an 8-hour unit coterminous with a ‘shift’ at the port was a 
proposition unanimously developed at the Chennai Workshop. It has already 
been formally adopted by the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) and the Tuticorin Port 
Trust (TPT). It has separately been decided by this Authority to extend this 
change for common adoption by all the other major Port Trusts. In the 
circumstance, there is no scope for us to entertain this request of the CHPT. 

6. A joint hearing in the case was held at the CHPT. During the 
course of the joint hearing the following submissions were made: 

SCI: 

(i) . There is no scope for any increase in port dues because of 

exchange rate fluctuation. 

(ii) . Coastal vessels being used for transhipment of foreign cargo are 

being charged at foreign rates. This needs to be looked into 
ships should not be required to pay for the cold moves. 

(iii) . As regards penal / additional berth hire, some criteria may be 

prescribed with objectivity. Any absolute discretion given to 
Traffic Manager may lead to exploitation. 
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(iv) . The system of charging floating cranes is faulty e.g. lift on / lift off 

two charges are levied for one tariff. 

(v) . There should be a time limit for billing by the Port as in the case 

of time limits for refunds. 


INSA: 


(i) . The rate for additional berth hire / overstayal is very high. No 

distinction is recognised for additional berth hire / overstayal for 
small vessels. 

(ii) To encourage coastal vessels , there is need to give some more 
concessions. These concessions should be given not only in 
wharfage but also in stevedoring as is being done by the Calcutta 
Port Trust. 

M/s. Poompuhar Shipping Corporation: 

(i) . In case ship’s crane goes out of order while unloading the ship is 

shifted to anchorage. Still the Port is charging 50% berth hire 
which is not justifiable. 

(ii) . Berth hire must stop when ship is ready to sail. 

Custom House Agents Association: 

(i) . The Port Trust should adopt a competitive approach for review of 

the charges. CHPT should reduce the charges. 

(ii) . Use of private equipment is permitted but the users are asked to 

give a guarantee about not claiming any refund for non use of 
Port equipment. This is an unfair practice and must be stopped. 

M/s. Indian Oil Corporation: 

(i) . Berth hire must stop when the ship gives signal to sail. 

(ii) . In the case of transhipment operation, 50% charges are levied on 

the daughter vessel when its comes into the CHPT. 

MMTC: 


(i) . In the case of iron ore mechanical loading, the loading rate is the 

same. However, the Port is levying double charges. This is not 
justifiable. 

(ii) . There is no justification for any increase in the cargo-related 

charges as iron ore trade is in recession. 
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(iii) . In the case of vessel-related charges, the infrastructure is the 

same. As such, there is no justification for increasing the 
charges. The CHPT may introduce efficiency-linked tariff as in the 
case of the Mormugao Port Trust. 

(iv) . iron ore berth is also being used by other vessels. At times iron 

ore vessels are made to wait which needs to be looked into. 

(v) . The MOHP is fully depreciated. As such, there is no justification 

even for the current tariff. On the other hand, the CHPT is talking 
of increasing it. 

Shri N. Thondan (Trustee): 

(i) . There is need to revise tariff at regular intervals as the last 

revision took place in 1991. 

(ii) . Users have been giving objectionable publicity. Port operators 

and users have to go step by step. 

Southern India Chamber of Commerce & Industry: 

(i) . There is no justification for charging Rs.10 /- PMT on coal 

clearing charges. As regards rail borne traffic there is no 
justification for any hike. On the other hand, action must be taken 
to curtail the delays. 

(ii) . Berth reservation charges have been unilaterally raised to 50% 

from the existing 25% without the approval of the Authority. This 
must be quashed. 


CSAA: 


(i) . There is no scope for any increase in vessel-related charges 

because of exchange rate fluctuations. 

(ii) . With the merger of DLB with the CHPT, ‘datum’ levels must also 

change. 

(iii) . Shipping lines cannot offer any increase because of restrain. 

TNEB: 


v i). 100% increase in lease rent is not justifiable. As regards increase 
in vessel-related charges and cargo-related charges, they agree 
with the views of other users. 
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HCC1: 

(i) . Even without revision from 1991-98, the Port profits have gone up 

from Rs.70 crores to Rs.100 crores. As such there is no 
justification for any increase. The wharfage on container comes 
to Rs.43/- per tonne. This is too nigh. This may be left for the 
time limit to counter competition from TPT. 

(ii) . In the case of ship cargo working labour gangs are given by the 

Ports. Once a signal is given, the signal station can alert the Port 
not to supply labour. In other words, it is easy to check fraudulent 
signals. 

(iii) . There should be a clear system of certifying what is VRC and 

what is CRC so that there is clear apportionment of the charges 
between the Shipping agents and the Stevedores. 

7. In response, the CHPT has made the following observations: 

(i) . It has to be remembered that the Port is a public Trust and has to 

be financially self-reliant. It has also to provide for renewal, 
development, etc. 

(ii) . Factors like economic recession, etc., are not relevant and the 

CHPT cannot subsidise others’ business. 

(iii) . The Port Chairman holds regular meetings with port users. 

Traffic Manager holds Task Force meetings. For container berth, 
special meetings are held. 

(iv) . The Port has adopted the TAMP’s definition of ‘coastal’ and 

‘foreign-going’ vessels in their present proposal. 

(v) . The Port has had to reckon substantially with the principle of 

cross-subsidisation. 

(vi) . Additional berth hire is not levied in each and every case; it is 

levied only in cases where conditions are fulfilled'. 

(vii) . The ships take only one or two gangs and do not operate full 

capacity. This leads to unnecessary delay. 

8. After discussion it was decided that the CHPT would give details 
about Rs.10/- PMT on coal washing charges. They would also explain as to 
how they revised berth reservation charges unilaterally from 25% to 50%. 

9. After the joint hearing further comments were received as follows: 


10bU UI/2000—3B 
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The Chennai Custom House Agents’ Association: 

(i) . On the actuai / optimum requirement of work force, study by an 

Expert Committee should be undertaken to contain expenditure 
salary and wages. 

(ii) . The Port shouid have taken steps for thinning down the work 

force to desired / optimum ievel. As such, any upward revision for 
the reasons of VDA etc., is not justifiable. 

(iii) . With proper maintenance / replacement, direct expenditure could 

be kept under control. Periodical and timely replacement of old 
equipment would have helped to drastically cut down 
maintenance cost and avail depreciation benefit. Having failed to 
control, the Port should not look to users for compensation. 

(iv) . The proposed wage increase is well within the limits of 

operational surplus of Rs.168.16 crores. The expenditure on 
account of payment of increased pension can be met out from 
retained surplus. 

(v) . In the case of warehousing, as against the capital value of 

Rs.1.79 crores the yield by way of receipts is Rs.7.53 crores with 
a surplus of Rs.2.60 crores. As such, the revision for 
Warehousing is not justifiable. 

(vi) . The Port should consider the possibility of cutting down Direct 

Expenditure, Management and General Expenses, and Financial 
and Miscellaneous expenses to present a better balance sheet. 

(vii) . It is not only the wrong time but a negative approach on the part 

of the Port for any increase in tariff. 

(viii). The Port should come out with a clear vision to attract traffic even 
by reduction of tariff. Port should also not look to the users to 
cover the escalating expenditure. 

MMTC: 


(i) . The ore handling plant at Chennai Port is more than 21 years old 

and the entire original investment has been fully recovered 
through depreciation. The present tariff for iron ore loading can 
well take care of the operating expenses and generate surplus to 
the Port as per the norms fixed by Major Ports Commission. 

(ii) . Chennai Port’s net surplus is 20.83% as against 12% 

recommended by the Major Ports Commission. 

(iii) . In the depressed global market conditions for export of iron ore to 

maintain a volume of over 4 million tonnes a volume discount may 
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be introduced. Similarly the port charges may be linked to the 
size of vessel handled viz. separate rates for Panamax and 
Capesize vessels as is prevailing at the Visakhapatnam Port. 

(iv) . As the entire ore loading operations are carried out mechanically 

by the Chennai Port, MMTC is prepared to share despatch / 
demurrage with the Port in an agreed ratio so that as users the 
MMTC will not be burdened with the inefficiency of the Port Trust 
arising out of mandays lost. 

(v) . If Chennai Port charges for Iron ore is increase as proposed, 

Chennai Port charges would be the highest in India compared to 
Mormugao, Paradip and Visakhapatnam. 

(vi) . Vessel-related charges denominated in US $ in the last revision 

has ensured substantial revenue to the Port on account of 
exchange fluctuations after 1991 and, therefore, there is no 
justification to increase the same as brought out in the meeting 
held in Chennai on 6 September 99. Further in the present 
international scenario of global recession in steel industry, due to 
decline in steel production, decline in finished product prices and 
the consequent reduction in iron ore prices to the extent of 11%, 
their traditional buyers may be compelled to switch over to 
competitors i.e. Australia and Brazil if port charges in Chennai 
Port are increased as proposed. This is bound to reduce the 
quantum of iron ore export from Chennai Port which will affect the 
Port revenue drastically. 

(vii) . The present port charges in Brazil is 35 cents (Rs. 15.24) as 

against Chennai Port’s Rs.46.60 per metric tonne. The present 
Chennai charges are already 206% higher and the increase 
proposed will render it higher by 476% which wifl.Tnake their 
export operations from Chennai Port totally uneconomical. The 
average time for loading a capesize vessel taken by Chennai Port 
is 3 - 3.5 days whereas in Brazil the time taken is 1 - 1.5 days. 
The average loading rate achieved at Chennai per day is 50,000 
tonnes as qgainst 1,60,000 tonnes in Brazil. Taking into account 
the loading rate achieved and ship loading time, their operations 
at Chennai Port even at the current rates are uneconomical. 
Thus any upward revision in the Port charges at Chennai will ruin 
Iron Ore export from Chennai Port. 

(viii). Iron Ore berth is sometimes used by the Port Trust for 
accommodating non-iron Ore vessels also. They request TAMP 
that in this regard suitable credit has to be given in the costing for 
Iron Ore operations so that the burden is not borne exclusively by 
Iron ore. 
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TNEB: 


The increase in port charges in respect of coal will result in heavy 
financial commitment to the TNEB. They have, therefore, 
requested that the present charges may be maintained. 


HCC: 


(i). There should be a ceiling on the time limit for the Port to raise its 
bill. 


(ii) . Idle gang charges claimed by the Port should stop as no vessel 

normally likes to idle at berth and not to after indenting for a gang. 

(iii) . The proposal for increase in container related charges may be 

deferred to see the ground realities with reference to operation of 
PSA berth in Tuticorin and react to the market situation after one 
year. They have apprehended that any increase in container 
related charges might divert the traffic to other Ports. 

SCI: 

(i) . A clear-cut procedure for filing refund claims along with list of 

documents to be enclosed may be prescribed. 

(ii) . A time limit may be fixed within which the CHPT will have to raise 

the bills otherwise the claims / charges levied by the CHPT 
should be invalid. Moreover the Port Trust should not debit the 
accounts of the operators maintained with the Port without 
submitting proper bills. 

(iii) . The provision in book - I Chapter -V of Scale - D in the CHPT 

Scale of Rates regarding idle time charges gives room for lot of 
misinterpretation or rather interpretation which is advantageous to 
the Port. There is a need for looking into this problem. 

(iv) . The cost of damage to the Port properties required to be borne by 

the users is high and needs to be regulated. 

(v) . The levy of 50% charges when vessel is at the mooring is on the 

high side. This needs to be looked into. 


(vi). The present Scale of Rates does not provide for any redressal 
facilities. An independent cell which can look into matters of 
dispute between the Port and the port users may be established. 

10. With reference to the totality of information collected during the 

proceedings of this case, and based on a collective application of mind, the 
relevant issues are analysed as follows: 
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(i) . The CHPT deserves to be complimented for making a 

comprehensive proposal in a systematic manner. Although there 
have been gaps in the presentation of information: the CHPT has 
made arduous efforts to compile a good deal of information. 
What is significant is that an attempt has been made to develop 
cost-centrewise data. In the absence of professional staff 
support, it has not been possible for this Aufnority to go in for a 
detailed verification of such data everywhere. Consequently, the 
Authority had been inclined towards endorsing overall increases 
in tariffs. In this case, however, because of the CHPT’s keenness 
to itemise the revisions, with the help of our Consultant, we have 
been able to do that even if only by accepting without verification 
the data provided. In doing this, we have also recognised the fact 
that such itemisation of tariff revisions will ensure better 
adherence to the principle of quid pro quo. 

(ii) . The CHPT was earlier inclined to involve in this estimation the 

implications of its investments in the Ennore Port Project. In our 
communication to them based on our preliminary scrutiny, as also 
in our statements at the joint hearing, we had made it 
categorically clear that investments in the Ennore Port Project 
would be totally irrelevant to the calculations in this proposal. The 
CHPT has now confirmed its acceptance of this position and 
exclusion accordingly of all Ennore-related expenditure from the 
calculations. 

(iii) . The projection relating to traffic increase does not contain actual 

estimations. There is only a 5%-7% ad hoc increase. But, (even) 
the ad hoc projection tallies with past trends, especially with 
reference to the emergence of the PSA SICA\L Terminal at the 
Tutioorin Port. The projection can, therefore, be said to provide 
an acceptable basis for our analysis. 

(iv) . The projection of revenue increases is based on the projection of 

traffic increases. As such, it is acceptable. 

(v) . (a). In the income projection, in respect of vessel-related 

charges, exchange rate fluctuation does not appear to 
have been reckoned with. This was pointed out at the time 
of the joint hearing. But, the CHPT has not been able to 
make the necessary changes. That being so, we have 
ourselves had to incorporate this element. 

(b). Going by the recent trend, and erring (possibly) on the 
liberal side, the exchange rate fluctuations per annum can 
be said to be of the order of 3%. 

(vi) . In the income projections, the CHPT has not included ‘Financial 

and Miscellaneous Income (excluding Interest)’. In the norma! 
course, this item is not of a substantial magnitude. But, in this 
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case, for some reason, it is of the order of Rs.9 crores per 
annum; and, cannot, therefore, be ignored. We have, therefore, 
had to add it accordingly. 

(vii), (a). In the expenditure projection, the increase estimated 
appears to be too high. This is mainly due to a wage 
increase (with effect from 1 January 1997) assumed @ 
25%. On this basis, the CHPT has reckoned with Rs.65 
crores towards arrears and Rs.36 crores towards 
prospectively for the next three years. 

(b) . It has been the approach of this Authority to buiid the 

(prospective) wage-increase implication into annual 
escalation factor. Separate sums (e.g. Rs.36 crores 
provision in this context) have not been allowed for such 
estimates. In fact, the Authority had earlier been reckoning 
only with an annual escalation factor of 6%. But, 
consequent upon the representations made by the TPT, 
this was increased to 10% especially because of the heavy 
wage burdens to accrue from wage revisions. We have 
adopted a similar approach in this case too. 

(c) . The 10% escalation factor will be sufficient to absorb fully 

the burden prospectively. It has to be recognised in this 
context that 25% increase cited is (still) only an 
assumption; it may be less than that. And, the CHPT has 
also not taken into account the ‘efficiency increase’ aspect. 
As is known, the Government does stipulate an annual 
figure in this regard in their MOUs with the Port Trusts. 
[The Authority has also been thinking of adopting this 
figure whenever it is decided to introduce the ‘CPI minus 
X’ formula for tariff fixation.] This apart, in the wage 
negotiations, the Port Trusts have been insisting upon an 
agreement about effecting improvements in the levels of 
performance, if such efficiency increases are also taken 
into account, the wage burden will further decrease making 
it possible for the 10% annual escalation factor to more 
than bridge any gap in the provision. 

(d) . As regards the Rs.65 crore provision for arrears, it has 

been the stated position of the Authority not to allow such 
entries in the tariff revision estimates. The logic has been 
that, just for the sake of clearing a one-time debit, such an 
entry will create a permanent burden on tariff estimates. 
This has been the approach adopted consistently by us on 
this issue so far. 

(viii). While formulating the proposal, the CHPT has assumed an 18% 
return on capital employed. This has obviously been on the basis 
of 12% towards interest, 3% towards contribution to the Renewal 
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Fund, and 3% towards contribution to the Development Fund. 
But, in the context of a PPT case, the Government had clarified 
that it had raised its rate of interest (on loans to Port Trusts) to 
14%. Accordingly, we have been allowing a rate of return of 20% 
(14+3+3). This point was clarified at the joint hearing. This 
notwithstanding, the CHPT has not cared to rev:se its proposal of 
an 18% return on capital employed. Nevertheless, we have 
decided to allow a 20% return for being consistent in our 
approach in this regard. 

(ix) . As will be evident from the foregoing analysis, five fundamental 

changes have been introduced in the calculations: 

(a) . Incorporation of the implications of exchange rate 

fluctuations in income projections. 

(b) . Removal of Rs.65 crore provision for ‘arrears’ of wages. 

(c) . Removal of the Rs.36 crore provision for meeting the 

prospective wage burden on account of wage revision. 

(d) . Provision of a 10% annua! escalation factor which will 

absorb also all wage liabilities prospectively. 

(e) . Adding the ‘Financial and Miscellaneous Income 

(excluding Interest)’ to the income estimation. 

The Financial Statement has been reworked on this basis. A 
copy of this Statement is attached as Annex - I to this Order. As 
can be seen from this Statement, there is an overall deficit (in all 
the three years in reference) ranging from 16.15% to 21.13%. 
The average of the deficit figures for the three years works out to 
18.62%. But, since the year 1999-2000 is virtually over, it will be 
reasonable to look at the figures only in respect of years 2000-01 
and 2001-02. If this is done, then, the average will shift to 
19.85%. Taking this deficit into account, we have decided to 
approve revision of tariffs subject to an overall ceiling of 20% 
increase in revenues. 

(x) . Within the overall ceiling indicated above, after taking into 

account the views of the CHPT about apportionment of the 
increases, the following break down has been decided upon:- 

(a). Estate Rental: 

An increase of 100%, as proposed by the CHPT, is 
approved in Estate Rentals (Licence Fee for allotment of 
space in operational areas and for pipelines passing 
through the CHPT premises under ‘way leave 
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agreements’) taking note particularly of the fact that no 
user had objected to it at the joint hearing. 

(b) . Railway Charges: 

(ba) Railway Charges do not fall within the jurisdiction of 
the Authority. Accordingly, the proposed 100% 
increase in Railway Charges is accepted for the 
purpose of revenue estimations. 

(bb) . Likewise, the supplementary Railway Charge 

through a levy called ‘Special Port Service Charge 
on Rail-borne Cargo’ is also accepted at face value 
for the purpose of revenue estimation. This 
Authority does not have the jurisdiction to approve 
or disapprove Railway or Railway-related Charges. 

(c) . Vessel-related charges: 

The vessel-related charges consist of Berth Hire, Port Due, 
and Pilotage/Towage. The CHPT follows the practice of 
allocating the dredging cost more on Pilotage and (much) 
less on Port Due. If the dredging cost is properly allocated, 
the surplus/deficit position indicated by the CHPT will alter. 
If the altered position is reckoned with, there can be a 
uniform increase in all the three items. With reference to 
the data available, and bearing in mind the built-in cushion 
available because of denomination of these tariffs in dollar 
terms, an increase of 5% has been found to be 
reasonable. 

(d) . Cargo-related charges: 

Within the overall ceiling of 20% increase estimated, after 
reckoning with the increase as described above in the 
other three component cost-centres, an increase of 15% 
for cargo-related charges has been found to be 
reasonable. 

The cargo-related charges have nine main items. Bearing 
in mind the 15% ceiling on increase for this composite 
cost-centre, and taking into account the itemisation 
proposed by the CHPT, the apportionment between the 
nine main items is decided as follows: 



Item 

%aae 

(da) 

General Cargo 

18% 

(db) 

Cranage/FLT 

100% 

fdc) 

Floating Crane ‘Vaigai’ 

50% 
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(dd) 

Warehousing 

50% 

(de) 

Handling of Iron Ore 

40% 

(df) 

Handling of POL. 

NIL% 

(dg) 

Handling of Containers 

NIL% 

(dh) 

Water Supply 

100% 

(di) 

Salvage and Divers 

10% 


No increase in POL Handling charges and Container 
Handling charges is approved because these activities 
indicate a substantia! surplus situation. It has also to be 
recognised in this context that the PSA SICAL has adopted 
the existing CHPT tariff for container-handling without any 
increase at all. There can, therefore, be no reason why the 
CHPT also cannot continue with the existing rate 
especially in the backdrop of a ‘large surplus’ position in 
respect of this entry. 

11. The other major issues relevant to this case are discussed below: 

(i). (a). Since Coal Handling, like Iron Ore Handling, is a major 

item of activity at the CHPT, the port was requested to 
work out a separate cost-centre and income statement for 
Coal so that the tariff for this cargo could be prescribed 
and justified separately. Although the CHPT had assured 
to send this information, it was not received. We have, 
therefore, been compelled to continue to club this with 
‘General Cargo’. 

(b) . It is relevant here to highlight the fact that a few years ago, 

the CHPT had introduced a Rs.10/- PMT ‘washing’ charge 
for Coal. At the time of the joint hearing, it was clarified by 
the CHPT that this did not have the sanction of the 
Government; the charge was introduced with the approval 
of the Board of Trustees. That being so, the proposal of 
the CHPT now to merge this ‘washing’ charge with the 
wharfage cannot (straightaway) be accepted. The 
increase of 18% proposed can only apply to the existing 
wharfage charge of Rs.11/- PMT. 

(c) . As regards the Rs.10/- PMT ‘washing’ charge, it may not 

be possible for the Authority just now to approve it; it can 
only recognise that the charge is being levied as approved 
by the Board of Trustees. The CHPT has to be called 
upon to establish the justification for and the 
reasonableness of the ‘washing’ charge. The Authority’s 
approval for the charges, and its consequential merger 
with the wharfage charge can be considered only 
thereafter. 





HTO '5RT TF5m : 3RHW 


43 


As regards ‘water supply 5 , a point of fundamental 
significance has emerged about merging the 
‘infrastructure’ aspect of this activity with the 
‘infrastructure’ relating to Berths. The idea is that the 
water supply infrastructure has been laid for the benefit of 
all ships and not just for those who do take water supply. 
In other words, every vessel calling at the port is a 
potential beneficiary of the water supply infrastructure. 
That being so, it will be more rational to add this 
infrastructure component to water supply to berth hire; 
and, collect only the cost of water plus the operational 
charges from those who do take water. 

Although the CHPT has assured to provide a clarification 
on the issue of revision of water charges, it was not 
received. In the event, it has not been possible to probe 
this issue further. Be that as it may, as earlier stated, this 
is an issue of fundamental significance commonly for all 
the major ports. The Authority will, therefore, like to pursue 
this proposition separately for refining tariff fixation in 
respect of ‘water supply’. 

As regards berth hire, the decision of this Authority to 
reduce the unit from 24-hours to 8-hours has already been 
recorded in paragraph (5) above. 

On the subject of berth hire, we have separately also 
passed orders on some other relevant issues for common 
adoption by all the major Port Trusts. The pith and 
substance of this Order is extracted below for ready 
reference and reiteration in the context of the CHPT: 

(ba) . There shall be a time limit beyond which berth hire 

shall not apply; berth hire shall stop four hours after 
the time of vessel signalling readiness to sail. 

(bb) . There shall be a ‘penal berth hire’ equal to one 

day’s berth hire charge for a false signal. 

The CHPT has a provision for levying an Additional Berth 
Hire. This is intended to discourage vessels from 
occupying berths unnecessarily. The CHPT has sought to 
retain this provision on the strength of its approval by the 
Government some time ago. But, it came to light, at the 
time of the joint hearing, that the High Court of Madras had 
declared this levy to be illegal. The CHPT’s action to 
include this levy in the current proposal has possibly been 
for getting it ratified by this Authority. It has to be 
recognised in this context that we cannot ratify a levy that 
has been declared to be illegal by a Court of Law. 
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Therefore, we can neither approve nor disapprove the 
proposal. We will only require the CHPT to implement the 
Court orders on the subject. 

(b) . Incidentally, the ‘penal berth hire’ cited in (iii)(b)(bb) above 

is intended precisely for the purpose of discouraging 
vessels from occupying berths unnecessarily. That being 
so, it may not be necessary at all for the CHPT to continue 
with the earlier provision relating to an ‘Additional Berth 
Hire’. 

(c) . The substitution of the Additional Berth Hire by the Penal 

Berth Hire will also automatically remove the objections 
relating to (alleged) arbitrary levy of this charge by the 
Traffic Manager or the Deputy Conservator. 

(d) . The substitution described above will automatically remove 

also the objection relating to lack of distinction between 
small and big vessels for this purpose. The logic of the 
‘penal’ provision is that the errant vessel is blocking an 
asset which can earn more. 

(v) . Responding, at the joint hearing, to our comment about stoppage 

of berth hire from the time a vessel signals its readiness to move, 
the Indian Oil Corporation (IOC) has raised a problem about a 
vessel not being able to send such a signal unless the ‘loading 
arm’ is disconnected by the port. This is indeed a genuine 
problem which, in certain circumstances, can (even) nullify the 
provision proposed in point (iii) above. But, as the CHPT has 
stated, “It is an operational hitch which can be locally settled”. 
We will like to leave it as such to be locally settled between the 
CHPT and the IOC. But, we will also like to set a time limit of 
three months for such ‘local settlements’. In case the CHPT fails 
to (or, refuses to) so settle the issue, the IOC will be allowed to 
approach the Authority for a settlement. 

(vi) . The CHPT has a provision for levy of ‘Berth Reservation Charge'. 

The charge is @ 25% of the applicable berth hire. This was 
introduced in iine with an advice given by the Government some 
years ago. This is the first time that this item is coming to our 
knowledge. It has not been possible for us, as a part of the 
proceedings of this case, to go into the details of this concept. 
We may also have to go into the Government Order on the 
subject. Accordingly, we reserve this item for separate scrutiny. 

Keeping in mind the financial interests of the CHPT, however, this 
levy is allowed to stay for the time being. But, there will be no 
change of rate in this case. It will continue to be @ 25% of the 
applicable berth hire. The 5% increase approved in this case will 
apply only to the berth hire charge and not to the berth 
reservation charge. 
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(vii). (a). There has been some confusion about levy of charges for 
‘cold moves’ of vessels. The CHPT is reported to be 
charging for such moves also. Some of the users have 
strongly objected to this levy as being unwarranted and 
unjustifiable. It does seem logical to exclude ‘cold moves’ 
from such levies. The Authority had passed an order on 
this subject some time ago in the context of the Mormugao 
Port Trust (MOPT). The relevant portions of that order are 
extracted below for ready reference: 

“(aa) For shifting a vessel from stream to berth or from 
berth to stream or change of berths or anchorages, 
separate charges are leviable. The shifting charges 
shall be levied on all acts of shiftings which exclude 
the inward and outward movements connected with 
the pilotage and additional two acts of shiftings. ” 

“(bb) Any operation as above performed for the 
convenience of port shall not be charged. 

Port convenience is defined to mean of the 
following: 

(*). If a working cargo vessel at berth or any 
vessel including transtuppers at anchorage / 
moohng buoys is shifted / inberthed for 
undertaking work / hydrographic survey work 
or for allotting a berth for the dredger or for 
attending to repairs to berths, maintenance 
and such other similar works whereby shifting 
is necessitated, such shifting shall be 
considered as “SHIFTING FOR PORT 
CONVENIENCE". The shifting made to 
reposition such shifted vessel is also 
considered as “SHIFTING FOR PORT 
CONVENIENCE". 

(**). If a working cargo vessel is shifted from berth 
to accommodate, on ousting priority, vessels 
which are exempted from bearing shifting 
charges, such shifting shall be treated as 
PORT CONVENIENCE. 

(***). Any other shifting as decided by the 
Chairman/ MPT may be treated as PORT 
CONVENIENCE." 

“(cc) In case of transhippers, however, all acts of shifting 
are chargeable. ” 
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“(dd) Whenever a vessel is shifted form berth to 
accommodate another vessel on ousting priority, the 
vessel shifted is exempted from the payment of 
shifting charges since the same is paid by the 
vessel enjoying the ousting priority or the shifting is 
treated as for PORT CONVENIENCE when the 
priority vessel is exempted from payment of such 
charges. However , this benefit will not be 
applicable in the following cases: 

(*). Non-cargo vessels which in any case have to 
vacate the berth when cargo vessels arrive. 

(**). Vessels using the berth exclusively for 
■ overside loading / discharge. 

(***). Vessels which are idling at berth without 
domg any cargo handling operations.” 

(b). We prescribe this MOPT formulation for adoption at the 
CHPT also. 

(viii). There is an objection from the side of the users about levy of 
charges relating to the ‘Floating Crane’. This very point has been 
canvassed by the Tamil Chamber of Commerce and Industry in 
another case relating to the CHPT. Since the issue is being 
decided in that case shortly, it has not been taken up for 
consideration in this case. 

(ix) . There has been some confusion at the CHPT about use of private 

equipment and payment for port equipment. Some users have 
complained that, even after permitting use of private equipment, 
the CHPT does not allow users to file claims for refunds. It will 
not be necessary for us to go afresh into this problem. In two 
recent cases relating to the CHPT itself, this issue has specifically 
been addressed and decided. We will only refer here to our 
earlier orders on this point. 

(x) . As regards ‘Storage Charges for Hazardous Cargo’, there has 

been an order of a Court of Law. The CHPT has incorporated it 
in the present proposal for approval by this Authority. Obviously, 
this Authority cannot sit in judgement over orders/judgements of 
Courts of Law. The CHPT is, therefore, advised to follow the 
Court order. 

(xi) . The CHPT has a tariff provision relating to ‘overloading’ as 

described in Book I - Chapter XI - Note 7 - Para ‘G’ of its Scale 
of Rates. There seems to be some mix up here between 
‘overloading’ and ‘overstayai’. That being so, what is required is 
only a rewording of the relevant provision. Bearing in mind the 
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problem as represented to us, the following reformulation is 
approved for adoption by the CHPT: 

“/Any overstayal caused by such overloading will 
necessitate offloading of some cargo; and, 
consequently, will attract berth hire charge at the penal 
rate with retrospective effect, i.e., from the time of the 
vessel's signal conveying its readiness to sail” 

(xii). There has been some discussion about the validity period for the 
revised tariffs. As is known, the Government had earlier 
prescribed a 3-year validity cycle. The Authority had reduced it to 
a 2-year cycle as a preparatory step for going down finally to an 
annual cycle. This was the consensus emerging from the 
Chennai Workshop (February 98) also. The Authority has 
consistently been following this 2-year validity cycle. Until all 
concerned are ready to move towards an annual cycle, therefore, 
we will continue to persist with the 2-year cycle. 

(xiii). In the context of tariff revisions in other ports, we have been 
passing orders to introduce a number of other changes as listed 
below: 

(a) . There will be no separate wharfage on shut out cargo. 

(b) . There will be no additional levy on deck cargo. 

(c) . The Port will soon formulate appropriate proposals for 

introducing volume discounts in tariffs for bulk operators for 
performances above the minimum guaranteed levels. 

(d) . For purposes of billing, rounding off will be to the nearest 

,upee on the grand total of each bill. 

(e) . There shall be no shifting charge for shifting of containers 

due to reasons not attributable to users. 

(f) . For purposes of calculation of free time, Sundays, 

Customs notified holidays, and port non-operating days 
shall be excluded. 

(h). Categorisation of unclassified cargo as hazardous will be 
done strictly in accordance with the IMDG Code. 

We prescribe these principles - which we wish to describe as 
‘good practices' - for adoption at the CHPT also. 

(xiv). We had passed an Order some time ago about the definition of 
‘coastal’ and ‘foreign-going’ vessels. It has been confirmed by 
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the CHPT that the definitions given by the Authority have been 
adopted. 

(xv). We had already passed specific Orders relating to the CHPT in 
some of the cases recently decided. The CHPT is directed to 
introduce appropriate amendments accordingly in its Scale of 
Rates. The relevant details are as follows: 

(a) . Prescribing a maximum time limit of two months for levy of 

storage charges for abandoned FCL containers / shipper 
owned container and ‘other than shipper owned container’. 

(b) . Derrick Charges on packages weighing more than 20 

Tonnes. 

(c) . Levy of penal interest on delayed payment by the users as 

well as on delayed refund by the Port Trusts for common 
adoption by all the major ports. 

12. The CHPT has also proposed amendments / clarifications on 

certain items in their existing Scale of Rates and inclusion of some conditions 
and clarifications in the Scale of Rates. 

12.1.1. The following amendments to the existing Scale of Rates are 
approved, as proposed by the CHPT: 

(a) . Note (7) Advalorem Levy under SCALE - A - GENERAL in 

BOOK -1; CHAPTER - II is amended as follows: 

“The percentage rate of ‘Advalorem’ unit for break bulk cargo 
shall be as follows: 

Goods imported: - The percentage levy shall be on C.I.F. value 
as assessed by Customs for Import goods. 

Goods exported: - The percentage levy shall be on FOB. value 
as assessed by Customs for Export goods.” 

(b) . Item No. 9 of SCALE - E in BOOK - I; CHAPTER - II is amended 

as follows: 

“Cargo / Containers (empty or loaded) not manifested for 
transhipment but merely transferred from one hatch to another of 
the same vessel without being landed on the quay or on the 
barge / lighter”. 

(c) . Note under Item No. 22; 20 - Special Services in BOOK - I; 

CHAPTER - II A; SCALE - A is amended as follows: 
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“Separate charges will be levied for use of other Trust’s 
equipment, if any. If the unmanifested Containers Import / 
Export, Empty / loaded landed and moved from the vessel to the 
Container Parking yard and subsequently moved and exported 
will attract movement charges as applicable to ordinary 
containers provided under Scale-A in addition to the wharfage on 
Containers and Containerised Cargo". 

(d) . Sub para 2 of Item No. II on 2 - Loaded Containers - Imports in 

BOOK -1; CHAPTER - II A; SCALE - B is amended as follows: 

“From the date following the date of landing to the date prior to 
the date of destuffing of the imports or to the date of removal 
from the Trust as Unit load”. 

(e) . After Note (II) under Transhipment Containers in BOOK - I; 

CHAPTER - II A; SCALE - C, the following note is added: 

“Note (iii) - ICD Containers removed after 30 days from the Trust 
premises the storage charges on containers and the additional 
storage charges for cargo shall be recovered as per the rate 
provided under Scale B 2 Loaded Containers and under Scale D, 
Imports respectively”. 

(f) . SCALE - H in BOOK - I; CHAPTER - II on charges towards 

operation and maintenance of the medium speed mechanical 
bulk fertiliser handling facilities at S.Q.I. is deleted, as the facility 
was dismantled. 

(g) . The following note is added after note (i) under SCALE - C on 

Transhipment Containers in BOOK -1; CHAPTER - II A: 

“(i) (a) - Transhipment containers (loaded) shipped after the 
expiry of free period of 30 days shall attract additional storage 
charges for cargo Containerised as per the rate provided under 
3rd and 4th slab rate under scale - D 1(a) Imports of CHAPTER 
-II A. 

(h) . Column 2 of the heading of SCALE - D in BOOK -1; CHAPTER - 

II A is amended as follows: 

“Rate of storage charges per day or part thereof on per tonne or 
part thereof. 

(i) . Item No. 9 on Grab (irrespective of the capacity) fitted to the 

shore crane in SQI figuring under category II of the SCALE - D in 
BOOK -1; CHAPTER - IX is deleted. 

(j) . Note (1) under SCALE - P in BOOK - I; CHAPTER - IX is 

amended as follows: 

1060 G1/2000—4 
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“The above charges are compulsory for every ship berthed at the 
Quays where Telephone facility is provided". 

(k) . Item No. 3 under Berth Hire Charges in BOOK - I; CHAPTER - 

XI is amended as under: 

“Hire of Grabs, (fitted to Shore Cranes) whenever hired for 
handling bulk cargo of Vessels loading and unloading work at the 
rates, a 1 "- provided under Category II (such a's Nos. 7 & 8) Scale 
D of Chapter IX Book I of the Board’s Scale of Rates”; 

(l) . Para 1 under Clause (6) Refunds : (a) Conditions in BOOK - II; 

CHAPTER - I is amended as follows: 

“Refunds ; (a) Conditions : No person shall be entitled to a 
refund of an overcharge unless his claim to the refund has been 
preferred in writing by him or in his behalf to the Board within six 
calendar months “from the date of last payment” of such dues. In 
respect of containers, the criteria for refund is “from the date of 
bill” in which overcharge is made”. 

(m) . Item No. 2(iv) under Paragraph No. 3 of Appendix II in BOOK - III 

is deleted. 


12.1.2. Subject to a specific understanding that the rates prior to 6 July 
1994 will be applied (by the CHPT), pending the Madras High Court decision 
on WP NO. 11747 / 94 filed by the Madras Steamer Agents Association on the 
revised Container Storage Charges, inclusion of the following provision after 
Note 4 (a) under Item No. 2; SCALE - B in BOOK - I, CHAPTER - II A is 
approved, as proposed by the CHPT: 

“Note: 5 The Storage Charges for containers loaded with 
Hazardous Cargo shall be recovered as per the 3 rd slab 
under Scale - B - 2 - Loaded Containers”. 

12.1.3. It has been proposed by the Port to revise the minimum payment 
on account of demurrage on Imports or Exports from Rs. 20/- to Rs. 25/- on any 
one consignment and to apply that minimum p^ment on each occasion. 
Eventhough, the revision of general cargo charges approved is 18%, the 
proposal is approved as a reasonable rounding off of the figure. Accordingly, 
item (f) in BOOK - I; CHAPTER - I is amended as follows: 

“The minimum payment on account of demurrage on Imports or Exports 
is Rs. 25/- on any one consignment on each occasion”. 

12.2.1. The CHPT has proposed to increase the aggregate minimum 
amount of all charges payable on any one consignment from Rs. 50/- to Rs. 
75/-. In view of the overall increase of 20% on tariffs allowed by the Authority, 
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this minimum amount is approved to be Rs. 60/-. Accordingly, item (e) in 
BOOK - I; CHAPTER - I is amended as follows: 

“The aggregate of all charges (including demurrage) payable on any 
one consignment shall be subject to a minimum of Rs. 60/-. Further, the 
charges payable under each item of levy shall also be rounded off to the 
nearest rupee on applications, bills, etc claimed by the Trust under the 
Scale of Rates". 


12 . 2 . 2 . The CHPT has sought the approval of the Authority to treat any 
fraction in gross weight or measurement by volume or capacity of any individual 
item as one unit, except where otherwise specified. Since this proposal is not 
in line with the general procedure followed elsewnere, it is not agreed to 
Strictly speaking, according to accepted practice, fractions less than 0 50 are to 
be ignored while rounding off. But, since in CHPT, there has been a system in 
vogue of taking fractions upto 0.50, as 0.50, it is allowed to be continued. 
However, item (d) in BOOK - I; CHAPTER - I, is amended as below based on 
the general practice of rounding off: 

“In calculating the gross weight or measurement by volume or capacity 
of any individual item, fractions upto 0.5 be taken as 0 5 unit and 
fractions of 0.5 and above be treated as one unit, except where 
otherwise specified”. 

12 . 2 . 3 . In view of the Authority’s observations on Additional Berth Hire 
Charges as narrated in paragraphs 11 (iv) above, the proposal of the CHPT to 
amend Note 6 & 7 under Para G of Book - I; CHAPTER - XI is not agreed to 


12 . 3 . The proposed amendments to Appendix - II of BOOK - III 
relating to cold moves of vessels anywhere in Port are not approved As 
suggested by the Authority in para 11 (vii) above, CHPT is advised to 
reformulate the proposal in this regard following the MOPT formulation cited 

12 . 4 . The CHPT has proposed to amend the existing Item No. 13 
Clause (b) under SCALE - A - IMPORTS - Free days’ in BOOK - I; 
CHAPTER - IV. The Authority has already passed an Order on 13 April 99 in 
Case No. TAMP/98-CHPT amending the conditions relating to free days on 
goods detained by the Customs under Scales - A&B in BOOK - I, CHAPTER - 
IV of the Scale of Rates of the CHPT. The CHPT is directed to amend their 
Scale of Rates in terms of the said Order 

12 . 5 . The Port has proposed to amend Clause 4 under Schedule II of 
Appendix - I in BOOK - III relating to levy of port dues on vessels entering the 
port but do not discharge or take in any cargo or passengers therein The 
Authority has already passed an Order on 4 February 2000 in Case No 
TAMP/9/2000 - Genl. prescribing the Port Dues to be levied under Section 50 
A and Section 50 B of the MPT Act, 1963 for common adoption by all the Major 
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Ports. The CHPT is directed to introduce appropriate changes in their Scale of 
Rates in terms of the said Order. 


13.1. Although we have dealt with some of the more important 

conditionalities governing application of the rates prescribed, it has to be 
admitted that we have not really made a thoroughgoing scrutiny of all the 
conditionalities, in the CHPT Scale of Rates, to examine their relevance, 
justification, interna! consistency, simplicity, etc. This we have not been able to 
do because of the sheer volume of it all. Nevertheless, we realise we have to 
do it at some stage if we really have to simplify and rationalise the Scale of 
Rates. Accordingly, we reserve our right to take up at a later date the CHPT 
Scale of Rates for a detailed scrutiny in respect of its conditionalities. 


13.2. In this connection, we request both the CHPT and its users to 

give us the benefit of their views/comments, suggestions, and 
recommendations for a critical review/analysis of the conditionalities. 


13.3. Without waiting for the scrutiny/analysis described above, the 

CHPT is required to formulate appropriate amendments to the Scale of Rates 
(including its conditionalities) in respect of the decisions given in this Order. 


14. The decisions given in this Order pertaining to vessel-related 

charges will come into force after expiry of thirty days from the date of 
publication of this Order in the Gazette of India. All the other decisions will 
come into effect immediately after publication of this Order in the Gazette of 
India. 


S. SATHYAM. Chairman 
| Advt./3/4/Exty/143/2000] 
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Annex -1 

CHENNAI PORT TRUST 
FINANCIAL STATEMENTS SHOWING DEFICIT 
Actuals for 1997- 98 & 1998-99 and Estimates for 1999-2000 to 2001-02 


( RS. IN CRORES ) 


PARTICULARS 






1997-98 

1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-01 

2001-02 

Traffic in Million Tonnes 

35 53 

35.20 

36.88 

37 09 

39.33 

1. OPERATING INCOME 






CARGO HANDLING & STORAGE 

117 91 

117 86 

124.19 

130.40 

136 92 

PORT & DOCK CHARGES 

79 13 

88.29 

93.02 

97.67 

102.55 

RAILWAY EARNINGS 

28.87 

30.16 

31.78 

33.37 

35.04 

ESTATE RENTALS 

3.81 

3.38 

3.56 

3.74 

3.92 

CONTAINER HANDLING 

71.63 

74 45 

78 45 

82.37 

86.50 

INCREASE DUE TO FOREIGN 
EXCHANGE RATE VARRIATION 

- 

- 

3.31 

6.95 

10.95 

TOTAL - I 

301 35 

314.14 

334.31 

354.50 

375.88 

2 . OPERATING EXPENDITURE 






CARGO HANDLING & STORAGE 

53.48 

57.83 

63.61 

69 97 

76.97 

PORT & DOCK FACILITIES 

39.94 

42 84 

47 12 

51.83 

57.01 

RAILWAY WORKINGS 

15 26 

1701 

18.7'r 

20.58 

22.64 

ESTATE RENTALS 

2 32 

2 76 

3.04 

3 34 

3.67 

CONTAINER HANDLING 

23 75 

26 70 

29.37 

32.31 

wmmm 

MANAGEMENT & GEN ADMN 

64 73 

72 22 

79.44 

87.38 

96.12 

TOTAL - II 

199 48 

219.36 

241.29 

265.41 

291.95 

3. OPERATING SURPLUS (l-ll) 

101.87 

94 78 

93.02 

89.09 

83 93 

4. FINNANCE & MISC. INCOME 
(EXCL. INT) 

10 23 

8.37 

9.00 

9 00 

9.00 

5. FINANCE & MISC. EXPR (EXCL. 
INT. ON LOANS) 

57 85 

48 68 

75.45 

79.35 

83.54 

6. NET SURPLUS (3+4-5) 

54.25 

54.47 

26 57 

18.74 

9.39 

7. CAPITAL EMPLOYED (EXCL. 
CASH BALANCES) 

360 00 

382 40 

402 79 

423 00 

444.15 

8. RETURN @ 20% ON (7) 

72 00 

76.48 

80 55 

84 60 

88 83 

9. SURPLUS(+) / SHORTFALL(-) 

( 6 - 8 ) 

(417 75 

(-) 22 01 

(-) 53.98 

(-) 65.86 

(-) 79.44 

10. SURPLUS(+) / SHORTFALL(-) 

AS PERCENTAGE ON (1) 

(-) 5 89 

(-) 7.00 

(-J16.15 

(-) 18.58 

(-) 21.13 

AVERAGE (%) 1999-2000 TO 
2001-2002 



18 62 

AVERAGE (%) 2000-2001 TO 
2001-2002 



19.85 
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